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FARM  INCOME  FROM  TURKEYS 

Number  Raised,  Price,  and  Gross  Income,  1951  and  1952 

ALTHOUGH  15%  MORE 
WERE  RAISED  IN  1952... 


57.5  MIL  ^^   -«^ 


60  4  MIL. 


'51 


'52 

THE  PRICE  TO  FARMERS 
WAS  10%  LESS... 


37.4*  PER  LB. 


33.6  <(  PER  LB. 


'52 

AND  GROSS  INCOME  WAS 
DOWN  $4,000,000(1.2%) 


$345  MIL. 


$341   MIL. 


U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


'51  '52 

NEG.  49164 -XX        BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 


Farmers  produced  a  record-large  turkey  crop  in  from  the  preceding  smaller  crop.  Besides  receiving 

1952.   The  resulting  abundant  supply  was  a  factor  re-  lower  returns,  producers  incurred  increased  produc- 

ducing  the  1952  price  10  percent  below  1951.    As  a  tion  costs  on  account  of  the  larger  quantities  of  feed 

result  of  the  lower  price,  farmers'  gross  income  and  supplies  necessary  to  raise  the  larger  number 

from  the  larger  crop  was  about  1  percent  below  that  of  birds. 
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IBS  FODLroT  ASD  BOO  SnOATIOa  AT  A  COMKX 


IteB 


:  ttoath  :. 

t  date     :  s 


::    NoDtb  : 


1953     :s      or 
::    data 


lA-nxagpl 

:i9i»2-5i: 


1952     :   1953 


_i_ 


Coonnte  on 
eurrcnt  altn&tlon 


FaiB  prodootlon  .. 

Avara^  nuabar  of 
la^i-a  on  faiae  . 


. :  Mil.  doi. 


. :  Millions 


Monthly  egg  prodaotlon 
par  loyar  


Apparent  olTlllan  per   • 
oapltB  dlsappaamnaa  . .  • 

nwzan  agg  produotloo  ..*  Mil.  lb. 

Drlad  agg  prcdnotlon  ...•  Mil.  lb. 

Frloa  raoalTad  tj 
famars sct.par  dot. 


Frlca  raoalTad  tj 
famara  as  a  peroant- 
aea  of  parlt7 < 


Mar.  525.'* 
Mar.  379.7 
16.6 


Mar. 

Mar. 
Mar. 

Mar. 

Apr. 


36.6 
65.7 
15.lt 


532.2 

360.3 

17.7 

38.9 

5li.6 

2.3 


35.0   35.2 


: 


Baroant  : 
Sgg-faad  prloa  ratio  ...:  Lb.  faad  : 
Btooki  i  : 


ShaU 


.tUiona.ooaaa 


Xrocan :  Wl.  Xb. 

: 

Chloka  hatehad  bj  cob-  : 
■arolal  hatdwrlaa  ....:  Mllllans 

TouQg  chlokene  on      : 
farms  :  Mllllans 

Taxm  prloa  of  ponltrj 
ration :I>ol.par  swt: 


Frlca  raoalTad  b;  fara-  : 
are  for  cfilckans,  IIts  : 

Brollors  :Ct.  par  lb.: 

Fara  ohlekans  .:Ct.  par  lb. 

All  ohloksns :Ct,  par  lb. 

Price  reoelTed  by  fara-  : 
era  for  all  chickens  as  : 
a  percentage  of  parity  .:  Percent 

Price  raoalTad  by      : 
faniere  for  turkeys, 
llTB  .....:Ct.  par  lb.: 

Stocks:  i 

Foultey,  azoludlng    : 
turkaya  :  Mil.  lb. 

Turkeys  :  Mil.  lb. 

Fant  ohloken-feed  prloe  s 
ratio    :    Lb.  faad 

Tuxkay-faed  prloa  zatlo  :    Lb.  feed 

i 
ATeraga  veakly  place - 

Bant  of  ohloks  In 

U  broiler  areas :     Mllllcoa 


Apr.  97 

Apr.        10.7 

Apr.  1  1,880 
Apr.   1  111.8 

Max.       261.2 

Apr.  1       

Apr.         3.33 


80 
8.3 

1,596 
81*.  3 

292.5 
217.8 

l|.2l4 


52V.  8  ••:  Apr. 

:: 

351.1  ■•  Apr. 

17.9  ::  Apr. 


38.3  '•'•     Apr. 
:: 

61.1  !'     Apr. 
:t 

2.1  '!     Apr. 


U5.5  "     M«J 
:: 
i: 

110   ::     May 

:: 

U.5  ::    May 

it 
:: 

375  ::    May  1 

:t 
65.2  ::     May  1 

:i 

289  !!     Apr, 


215.2  ::    May  1 
:: 
:: 

3.9'i  ::     May 


531.9  512.2  507.8 

362.1  3''1.7  336.'t 

17.7  18.0  18.1  ' 

33.3  36.9  35.lt 

77.1  55.0  61.8 

16.5  2.3  2.1 


CaellDlng  froa  season  peak 


35.5         3it.2        U5.9 


Szoeedlng  1952,  but  stooks 
are  lover 


97 
10.7 


78  109 

8.1        11.7 


3,690  2,181*    827 

16U.1  111.2  97.3 

312.3  289.8  301.9 

—  381.5  379.9  : 

3.37  11.23  3.92 


)  Continuing  faTorable  to 
)  producers 


)  Season  peak  for  frozen  nay 
)  be  about  the  same  as  1952, 
)  but  shell  vlll  renaln  be- 
lov  lost  year 

Hie  Increases  to  May  1  vere 
OTldently  for  broilers 


Declining 


FOaLTBT 


Apr. 
Apr. 
Apr. 

30.0 

26.0 
27.8 

27.1 
2U.0 
26.2 

28.1 
25.1 
27.2 

Apr. 

111 

85 

89 

Apr. 

31.8 

3lt.5 

33.3 

May 
May 
May 


89  "  May 
i 


30.0  25.3  27.2 
25.7  22,5  25.1 
27,3    2U,U    26.5 


111 


75 


86 


May 


30.7    32.0    32.5 


Apr.  1  111.6 

139.5 

81.8 

::    May  1 

85.8 

122.5 

67.7 

Apr.  1    67.3 

93.lt 

92.  U 

::    May  1 
:: 

5lt.l 

72.5 

72.8 

Apr.           8.0 

5.7 

6.it 

11    May 

7.8 

5.3 

6.U 

Apr.            9.7 

8.1 

8.5 

::    May 

9.3 

7.6 

8.3 

Apr. 


13.1    lit. 3  !  I  May  1/ 


12.3   iit.o 


)  Will  be  Influenced  by  large 
)  broiler  supplies,  season- 
)  ally  Increasing  oarke tings 
of  fara  chickens 


Lo» 

Since  April  1,  about  the  sane 
as  a  year  earlier 


1/  ATerage  for  first  three  veeks  of  aonth. 

Bote:  Data  regarding  retail  prices,  fomsrly  published  on  this  page,  are  not  presently  aTallable.  If  they  again  beeoaa  aTallable, 
or  If  a  subetltttte  series  Is  chosen  for  The  Poultry  and  Bag  Situation,  the  data  vlll  again  be  published  on  this  page. 
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'  ■'■  ■  -'■■-'  ■  ^        SUMMAEY 

The  spring-time  hatching  season  for  laying  flock  replacement  is 
drawing  to  a  close,  with  indications  that  the  replacement  hatch  in  May 
and  later  will  exceed  last  year.  Through  April,  output  of  replacement 
chicks  was  atout  the  same  as  a  year  earlier,  despite  higher  egg  prices 
received  by  farmers  and  lower  feed  costs. 

In  recent  years,  increases  in  the  profitability  of  egg  produc- 
tion from  one  hatching  season  to  another  have  invariably  resulted  in 
increases  in  the  number  of  chickens  raised.  An  increase  also  is  likely 
this  year  but  it  will  be  apparent  only  in  the  late -season  hatch  and  will 
be  much  sms:ller  than  would  have  been  expected  on  the  basis  of  the  2lj-  per- 
cent increase  over  the  previous  year  in  the  weighted  egg-feed  price  ratio. 

With  fewer  layers  on  farms,  egg' production  so  far  this  year  has 
been  running  a  little  below  a  year  earlier.  This  summer  and  fall  monthly 
®gg  production  probably  will  exceed  a  year  earlier  if  the  t-rend  toward 
increased- rates  of  lay  in  those  seasons  continues.  Any  increase  in 
chickens  raised  for  flock  replacement  this  year  is  not  likely  to  affect 
egg  production  until  the  last  month  or  two  of  1953,  since  the  expected 
gain  in  chickens  raised  will  occur  late  in  tho  hatching  season. 

If  increases  from  last  summer  and  fall  in  rate  of  lay  materialize, 
the  gain  in  egg  production  could  be  almost  as  large  as  the  decline  from 
1952  in  the  supply  of  eggs  held  in  cold  storage.  On  May  3Q,  stocks  of 
shell  eggs  in  35  cities  were  less  than  1  million  cases,  the  lowest  on 
record  If or"  the  date  and  l.k  million  cases  less  than  a  year  earlier.  Stocks 
of,  fr&zen  egg  In  35  cities  were  equivalent  to  1.9  million  cases,  O.3  million 
cases i. lees  than  a  year  before. 

Current  marketings  of  commercial  broilers  are  large,  reflecting 
the  near-record  chick  placements  made  in  specialized  broiler  areas 
2  1/2  months  ago.  More  recent  chick  placements  indicate  that  supplies 
of  broilers  will  continue  large,  at  least  into  early  August.  By  then, 
sales  of  broilers  from  specialized  flocks  will  be  competing  with  season- 
ally Increasing  supplies  of  farm-produced  chickens  which  are  a  byproduct 
of  egg  production  and  the  rearing  of  replacement  layers. 

Turkey  production  in  1953  will  be -smaller  than  1952 's  record  crop 
of  60  million  birds.  Reports  from  hatcheries  indicate  that  for  heavy 
breeds  the  output  will  be  reduced  about  as  much  as  the  12  to  15  percent 
reduction  recommended  earlier  in  the  season  by  a  Government-sponsored 
industry  conference.  For  turkeys  of  the  lighter  breeds,  the  cut  so  far 
is  greater  than  that  reported  for  turkeys  of  the  large  breeds. 


My-JUI\IE  1953  -  '^  - 

ThlB  Issue  of  The  Poultry  and  Egg  Situation  Includes  a  summary  of 
1952  poultry  and  egg  output,  prices  and  Income,  In  general,  I952  was  a 
much  less  favorable  year  for  poultrymen  than  1951.  To  date,  I953  is  prom- 
ising, and  gross  income  for  the  year  from  eggs  and  poultry  is  likely  to 
exceed  the  I95I  record  of  k,0   hillion  dollars. 

This  issue  also  includes  a  discussion  of  U.  S.  foi-eign  trade  in 
eggs  and  poultry.  Commercial  exports  and  Imports  in  peacetime  have  usually 
been  less  than  1  percent  of  the  annual  U.  S,  production  of  these  commodi- 
ties, 

SITUATION  AND  OUTLOOK 

Snail  Increase  Over  1952 
JExpected  in  Chickens  Ealsed 

Young  chickens  on  farms  May  1,  1953 >  numbered  about  the  same  as  a 
year  earlier.  Although  there  is  likely  to  be  an  increase  In  the  number 
of  chickens  raised  for  laying  flock  replacement  before. the  end  of  the  1953 
hatching  season,  it  will  not  approach  the  gain  that  would  normally  have 
been  expected  from  the  2h   percent  Increase  to  date  over  a  year  earlier  in 
the  weighted  egg-feed  price  ratio.  In  view  of  the  favorable  price  rela- 
tionsliips,  the  small  increase  this  year  is  unprecedented.  In  the  past, 
spring-time  egg-feed  price  ratios  as  favorable  as  those  of  this  spring 
had  resulted  in  substantial  increases  over  the  year  before  in  the  number 
of  chickens  raised  for  laying  flock  replacement. 

On  May  1,  the  namber  of  eggs  in  incubators  was  10  percent  above  a 
year  earlier,  thus  indicating  a  larger  hatch  than  last  year  for  the  first 
3  weeks  of  May.  May  usually  is  the  third  largest  month  of  the  year  for 
chick  hatchings,  being  exceeded  by  April  and  March,  The  increase  in  eggs 
in  incubators  includes  eggs  set  in  broiler  areas,  where  the  gain  is  25  per- 
cent over  a  year  earlier.  Thus,  the  Increase  to  be  expected  in  the  output 
of  chicks  of  egg-laying  strains  during  the  first  3  weeks  of  May  is  smaller 
than  indicated  by  changes  in  the  total  nvmiber  of  eggs  in  Incubators  on  the 
first  of  the  month. 

Even  if  a  10  percent  Increase  in  May  hatchery  output  were  fully  re- 
flected in  the  number  of  replacement  chicks  available,  it  would  increase 
the  total  number  of  chickens  raised  this  spring  by  a  much,  smaller  percent- 
age. In  1951  and  1952,  May  output  of  replacement  chicks  averaged  about 
20  percent  of  the  season's  total.  On  that  basis,  a  10  percent  gain  in  May 
would  Increase  the  season's  total  2  percent.  In  1951  ^^^   1952,  the  hatch- 
ings in  June  and  July  together  were  9  percent  of  the  season  total  for  lay- 
ing flock  replacement.  In  view  of  the  prospective  late  hatch  this  year 
there  probably  will  be  an  increase  in  the  production  of  replacement  chicks 
in  May,  June  and  July,  compared  with  the  corresponding  monthly  output  in 
1952*  but  tile  percentage  increases  for  the  respective  months  will  result 
in  a  considerably  smaller  percentage  Increase  for  the  season  as  a  whole. 
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Table  1.-  Chicks:  Production;  presiuned  distribution  between  broilers  and  other 
purposes,  and  relation 'to  numbcra  of  young  ch'lcJrcuB  on  fanns  and 
chickens  raised,  monthly  for  January  through.  June,  1951  to  date 


Month 


Jan. 
Feb. 

Mar. 
Apr. 
May 
June 
July 
7 -month 
total 


Jan. 
Feb, 

Mar. 
Apr. 
May 
June 
July 
7 -month 
total 


Jan. 
Feb. 

fer. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 


Produc- 
tion of 
chicks 
in  com- 
mercial 
hatch- 
eries: 


:Eeported 
:  broiler 
:  place- 
:  ments 
:   in 
: special - 
I-  Ized 
areas  if 


:  Presumed 
:  tot8,l 
.'coiimier- 
:  cial 
;broiler 
:  place- 
ments 
2/ 


Presumed  number 

of  chicks  for 

other  (than 

; broiler)  purposes: 

__3i_ 


Yomig  chickens  on 

farms,  first  day  of 

following  month 


Total  \ 

for  1:he! 

month  ! 


Cumu- 
lative 
for  the: 
year 


Number 


As  a  per- 
centage of 
■  cumulative 

number  of 
non-broiler 
chicks 


Number 

chickens 
raised 
for  the 
season 


Million  Million  Million  Million  Million  Million    Percent   Million 


96 
161 
270 

317 
271 

105 
1,363' 


kk 

51 
52 

50 
3^0 


68 
73 
85 
87 
90 

83 
80 

566 


28 
88 

185 

230 

181 

60 

25. 

797 


■1951 


28 
116 
301 

531 
712 

772 

797 


201 
406 
523 
508 


) 

67  ) 
76  ) 
73  ) 
66  ) 
) 


663 

y:(83) 


1952 


122 

53 

88 

3^ 

34 

) 

190 

59 

98 

92 

126 

) 

292 

61 

102 

190 

316 

218  • 

•  •  69  ) 

617 

290 

53 

88 

202 

518 

382 

7^^  ) 

4/(89) 

216 

51 

85 

131 

649 

485- 

■.  75  ) 

117 

49 

82 

35 

684 

463 

■  68  ) 

85 

45 

75 

10 

694 

•   ) 

1,312 


371 


618 


694 


1953 


127 

5^^ 

90 

37 

37 

173 

50 

83 

90 

127 

289 

60 

100 

189 

316 

215 

302 

58 

97 

205 

521 

380 

68 
73 


1/  1951  and  1952,  11  specialized  areas;  1953,  12  areas  (including  W.  Conn»  and 
Maine ) . 

2/  Placements  in  specialized  areas  were  presumed  to  be  60  percent  of  the  total 
broiler  placements. 

3/  Without  allowance  for  variations  in  chicks  destroyed,  in  number  for  non-farm 
(backyard)  rearing,  or  farm-hatched  chicks. 

4/  In  parentheses;  chickens  raised  as  a  percentage  of  presvimed  number  of  chicks 
for  laying  flock  replacement  (before  allowance  for  chickens  raised  for' non-f ana 
flocks). 
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Tfe-tle  -  3  ■  ■- ■  Indic-atora  of  the  June  output  of  chicks  from 
;'  .  •  Goamercial  hatcheries j  19^0  to  date 


. 

:  -Orders,  hooked/ ■ 
:       May  1  for      ■ 
:   June  delivery, 
•   percentage  of 
;   previous  year 
:           Percent 

:.      Eggs   in 
:      i-noutators 
:  June  1^  per- 
;     centage  of 
: previous  year 
Percent 

.    Chicks  hatched 

in  June 

Year 

Percentage  ;of    ' 
previous  j^ear    ] 

Kumter  ■ 

Percent 

Millions 

19»iO  .. 

'•                83 

110    . 

106 

79.5 

19^1 

:              181+ 

183 

157 

■-12^.7 

1942 

:            .  il5 

.105 

97 

-121.6    . 

1943- ■■ 

■255 

,..     135 

•     162 

•  •'197:5  ■•  ■ 

19kh 

■     i^5 

^51 

38 

••.75:0   ■     ■ 

191^5 

231 

160 

2li5   ■■ 

•ia3;7   ■   ■ 

19k6      ■  .  •■-, 

.      •  ■■■:  -37 

,  27 

36 

66.8 

19h^ 

■     -:   .    103 

165  ; . 

136 

:■•    90.7 

19i^8            .: 

1Q6 

100 

102     • 

■^    ■92V7-  •■  • 

■19i^9- 

■  i^h  ' .  ■  . 

lJ+1 ..  - 

■■  ■   126      ;     ■■.  •; 

■:  -lie:  7  ■•  ■ 

1950            i 

5? 

75         ' 

90 

•  iolt.7 

1951            : 

157 

13-6 

136   . 

lli2,9 

1952             : 

.9h     . 

>    81  :  ■    ■  ■ 

82    ■     ■■•  '•  • 

116.6 

1953        ■     . 

127  , 

■  ■     ■  •   • 

The  response  of  poultryicen  to  date .  is  more  restrained' than  would"- 
have  "been  expected  on  the  hasis  of  egg-feed  price  relationships.   In  the 
past,  the  nuffiters  of  chickens  raised  have  "been  reponsive^  to 'the  egg-feed 
prlc^^  ratios  during  the  months  when  farmers  normally  plan  for  the  coming 
production  year.  Of  course^  the  ezistence".  of .  favorahle  relationships 
at- hatching  time  offered, farmers  no  positive  assurance- that' similar  relation- 
ships wouJ-d  prevail  at  marketing  time,  so  such  responses  were  not  necessarily 
well-advised.  However,,  in  .the  past, .  the  responses  occuirred,- and' were 
remarkahly  consistent.       '..      ....         -.■•-•  •.■:■.-  ■;■  ■,■■:.■.■  'v 

Farmers  reported  .intentions  to  reduce  "by  h   percent-  th'e  rium'ber  'of 
chickens  to  "be  raised  in  1953  compared  with  the  previous  year;:  c  The' -iKten-? 
tion  was  :expressed  in  the  first  few  days  of  February  when  the  egg-feed 
ratio  was  already  more  favora"ble  than  a  year  earlier;  But  "farmers  could 
have  felt  that  egg  prices  at  that  tim6  had  not  "yet  taken- their- ^fuli  seasonal 
drop^  and -that  lower  prices  were  in  prospect.  Since  February,  ■  howeV-er, 
egg  pi-'ices  have  "been  apprecia'bly  higher  than  last  year-^bften'^lO  cents  ..-.or 
more  per  dozen  higher--and  the  egg-feed  price  ratio  in  mdst'tjf' those  months 
has  been  more  than  one -third  higher  than  12  months  eai*lier.  .These  favora'fcle 
changes  from  a  year  earlier  have  re.sulted  in  only  a  modest  change  from 
farmers'  Fe"bruary  intentions.  On  the  "basis  of  past  experience,  an  increase 
of  10  percent  or  more  for' the  season  as  a  whole  would  have  been  expected. 
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No  particular  reason  is  clearly  apparent  to  explain  why  farmers* 
behavior  with  respect  to  laying  flock  replacement  is  different  this  year 
than  it  has  been  in  the  past.  One  possible  explanation  is  that  it  may 
have  been  March  before  farmers  became  firmly  convinced  that  egg  prices 
would  hold  at  favorable  levels.  At  that  time  it  was  too  late  to  increase 
chick  output  except  for  late  in  the  season. 

Decline  Seen  for  19^3 
Turkey  Production 

Fewer  turkeys  will  be  raised  in  the  United  States  in  I953  than  in 
1952.  For  heavy  turkeys,  of  which  there  was  a  surp3.us  in  1952,  the  reduc- 
tion is  likely  to  be  within  the  12-15  percent  range  recommended  by  an 
industry  committee  which  was  called  to  Washington  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  For  light-weight  turkeys,  the  decline  to  date  has  been  even 
sharper  than  that  for  the  heavy  breeds. 

A  special  turkey  survey,  made  by  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Eco- 
nomics, found  that  to  May  1   the  output  of  poults  of  heavy  breeds  in  l4 
important  producing  States  was  16  percent  below  a  year  earlier.  For  poults 
of  light  weight  breeds,  the  reduction  was  28  percent.  The  average  reduc- 
tion for  all  breeds  was  19  percent. 

The  Bureau  •s  regular  survey,  covering  the  entire  U.  S.  but  not  dif- 
ferentiating among  breeds,  reported  that  poults  hatched  from  the  beginning 
of  the  season  to  May  1  had  been  I7  percent  fewer  this  j-^ear  than  last. 

For  the  Ik   States  (which  are  listed  in  table  h) ,   the  May  1  survey 
foimd  11  percent  fewer  eggs  of  large  turkeys,  axid  13  percent  fewer  eggs  of 
small  turkeys,  under  incubation  than  a  year  earlier.  The  average  reduction 
from  last  year  in  the  number  of  eggs  in  incubators  May  1  was  11  percent  in 
the  l4  States,  7  percent  in  the  U.  S. 

The  turkey  eggs  in  incubators  May  1  governed  poult  output  through 
almost  all  of  May,  since  the  incubation  period  is  28  days.  In  recent 
years,  about  three -quarters  of  the  poults  liave  been  hatched  by  June  1, 
Therefore,  it  seems  clear  that  a  reduction  in  line  with  the  industry  con- 
ference's  recommendation  will  be  achieved.  For  light-weight  turkeys,  the 
likely  cut  for  the  year  is  difficult  to  estimate  so  early  in  the  season 
because  their  hatchings  do  not  taper  off  so  sharply  after  June  as  do  those 
of  the  large  breeds. 

The  likely  change  from  last  year  in  poult  production  through  late 
May  can  be  indicated  by  assuming  normal  hatchability  rates  for  the  eggs 
in  incubators  May  1,  and  adding  the  resultant  prospective  poults  to  the 
actual  hatchings  already  reported.  On  this  basis,  through  late  May  the 
reduction  for  heavy  breeds  in  14  States  is  15  percent  and  for  light  breeds 
25  percent.  The  average  is  I7  percent. 
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Table  k.-   Turkey  hatchery  operations  as  of  May  .1,  1953 »  and  projection 
to  late  May,  Ik   selected  States  l/  and  U.  S.  2/ 

(all  data  as  percentages  of  corresponding ^19^2  figures) 


State 

Poults 
May 

hatched  to 
1,  1953 

Eggs  in  incubators  \ 
May  1,  1953      ; 

Projection  of  poult 

output  -to  slate  May 

1953 

Heavy  : 
breeds  : 

breeds  : 

Heavy 
breeds 

■'^^^^■'   Totar 
rbreeds  :   .   : 

Per-,    Per- 
cent   cent 

Heavy : 
b'reeds : 

Light:, 
breeds: 

-Total 

Per- 
cent 

Per-  ■   Per- 
cent   cent 

'Per- 
cent 

Per- 
cent 

Per- 
cent 

Per- 
cent 

Pennsylvania 

78 

79     78 

81 

75     90 

79  ' 

78 

79 

Ohio           ! 

88 

140     96 

90 

84     89  , 

89 

117 

93 

Michigan        : 

83 

150     9k- 

90 

51   .  86 

86 

124 

.9.1 

Minnesota 

81 

li^o    90 

88 

'118     93 

83 

133 

'■91. 

Nebraska        : 

86 

28    ■    '85 

95 

70  '   94 

89 

43 

88.  ' 

Virginia        : 

50; 

oil-     60 

J>9 

81   .  75  ■ 

58. 

.  68  ■■■ 

'■4  • 

South  Carolina 

83 

ko          70 

79 

77     78 

82  - 

'48' 

72 

Washington      ; 

91 

71;    85 

108 

93    104 

97 

78 

91  .. 

Oregon 

69- 

83  ■   70' 

'88 

77     83 

73 

82 ,; 

74. 

California 

90 

39  ■  ■  81  ■ 

•90  ■ 

•82"-    89 

90  '  ■ 

44 

S3  ■ 

Others  3/ 

91 

79     90 

96 

98'    96 

93 

84 

92 

Total  2.k   States 

8h 

72   ^  81 

89 

87     89 

85 

75 

83 

United  States 

.  — 

—  -        83 

—   .  .93 

— 

--- 

--- 

.  1/  Based  on  BAE 

Special 

Poult  Production  Report,  May  12,  1953. 

2/  Based  on  BAE 

■report  of  Hatchery  Production, 

May  15,  1953. 

. 

3/  Mlssoui-i,  Iowa,  Texas,  and  Kentucky. 
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In  addition  to  current  production,  the  amount  of  turkey  in  storage 
vdll  have  an  important  bearing  upon  the  turkey  prices  next  fall.  The 
storage  holdings  from  the  1952  crop  were  record  large,  exceeding  the 
comparable  holdings  from  the  1951  crop  by  23  percent.  The  "commercial" 
stocks  on  February  1  were  not  record  large,  however,  since  the  total  in- 
cluded 18  million  pounds  held  for  delivery  to  the  surplus-removal  pi^egram 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 

In  February  and  March  1953  the  net  out-inovement  of  turkeys  from 
storage  averaged  25  million  pounds  per  month,  against  11,5  million  in  those 
months  of  1952,  The  February  and  Ilarch  out -movements  included  14  and  4  mil- 
lion pounds  respectively  of  USDA  turkeys.  By  April  1,  1953,  with  USDA 
turkej-^  consumed,  the  storage  holdings  were  about  at  the  corresponding  1952 
level. 

During  April,  stored  turkeys  v;ere  used  at  about  the  same  rate  as  in 
April  1952,  Consequently  May  1  stocks  also  were  about  the  same  as  a  year 
earlier.  If  the  rate  of  use  of  stored  turkeys  for  the  next  3  months  sig- 
nificantly exceeds  the  195-  disappearance,  the  price  outlook  for  producers 
of  turkeys  vdll  be  considerably  improved.  But  if  September  1,  1953  Jioldinga 
are  at  the  high  1952  level,  prices  may  be  held  below  the  levels  that  might 
otherwise  have  been  expected  from  the  reduced  turkey  ci'op.  This  .is  because 
the  existence  of  large  stocks  of  1952  turkeys  would  under-cut  the  current 
market  for  birds  of  the  1953  crop.  For  the  1953  crop,  the  demand  for 
storage  will  likely  be  smaller  than  last  year. 

Turkeys  recently  sold  to  consumers  have  competed  with  beef  at  rela- 
tively low  prices,  and  pork  at  relatively  high  prices,  A  year  ago  the 
price  situation  for  the  2  red  meats  was  reversed.  As  is  usual  at  this 
season,  the  stored  holdings  of  1952  turkey  are  now  competing  vdth  breeder 
hens  being  slaughtered  as  the  hatching  season  draws  to  a  close, 

SCSii®^  K=^i!iS.?i.4-.ilS£  to  Continue  I^r^e 
Through  the  Summer 

Broiler  marketings  in  May  and  early  June  were  large,  reflecting  the 
placements  of  broiler  chicks  in  late  February  and  March,  The  weekly  rate 
in  14  reporting  areas  in  February  and  Iferch  averaged  13, B  million  chicks, 
slightly  smaller  than  the  large  placements  a  year  earlier.  The  1952  place- 
ments resulted  in  a  marketing  glut  in  May  of  that  year,  with  fanners  selling 
broilers  as  low  as  18  cents  per  pound  in  Texas  and  Arkansas, 

No  such  glut  has  occurred  this  year,  LMle  I-Iay  prices  for  broilers 
were  slightly  lower  than  earlier  in  the  year,  they  did  not  repeat  the 
extremely  low  levels  of  a  year  ago. 

On  May  1,  1952,  cold  storage  holdings  of  chicken  (total  poultry 
minus  turkeys  and  ducks)  were  119  million  pounds,  'in  'iay  1  this  year  the 
figure  was  only  66  million  pounds.  The  difference  is  equivalent  to  a 
third  of  a  pound  per  capita.  Some  market  observers  during  May  commented 
upon  the  scarcity  of  frozen  fowl  available  for  sale. 


PES "165  -  11  - 

storage  holdings  of  chicken  on  May  1,  1953  were  slightly  "below 
the  season-low  of  1951  (66  million  pounds;  July  l)  and  well  under  the 
1952  season  low  of  Qk   million  pounds  on  September  1.  Storage  stocks  of 
chicken  normally  decline  until  mid -year  or  thereafter,  then  increase  as 
the  marketings  of  farm -produced  chicken  rise  seasonally. 

The  expected  seasonal  increase  in  marketings  of  farm  chickens, 
expecially  young  "birds  ready  for  sale  atout  July  and  thereafter,  will 
come  at  a  time  when  supplies  of  commercial  broilers  will  still  be  large. 
Through  early  June,  placements  in  Ik   reporting  areas  have  continued  near 
the  ll4--million-per-week  level,  and  eggs  in  incubators  at  the  beginning 
of  the  month  suggested  that  the  same  rate  might  be  sustained  for  3  weeks 
longer.  This  would  assure  large  marketings  of  broilers  to  early  September. 

Egg  Output  Lags  Behind  1952; ■ 
Partial  Recovery  Likely 
After  Mid -Summer 

Egg  production  in  1953 >  to  May  1,  was  I.7  percent,  or  roughly 
1.1  million  cases,  below  the  corresponding  1952  output.  Factors  in  the 
decline  were  the  3  percent  fewer  potential  layers  on  farms  at  the  begin- 
ning of  1953  than  in  1952,  and  the  1  percent  fewer  layers  on  hand  ^feLy  1, 
1953^  than  a  year  earlier.  On  the  other  hand,  the  January-April  rate  of 
lay  was  1  percent  above  last  year. 

The  reduction  in  supplies  has  been  reflected  in  higher  egg  prices 
than  last  year,  and  in  a  smaller  accumulation  of  shell  and  frozen  eggs  in 
storage.  Egg  prices  received  by  farmers  averaged  35-7  cents  per  dozen  in 
January -May  1952,  and  kh.Q   cents  in  the  same  months  of  1953 • 

Stored  stocks  of  eggs  this  year  are  small,  particularly  shell  eggs. 
In  35  cities.  May  30  stocks  this  year  were  95^  thousand  cases,  against 
2,333  thousand  a  year  earlier.  Holdings  of  frozen  egg  were  less  sharply  ■ 
below  1952,  at  75  million  pounds  this  year  against  85  million  last  year. 

From  the  beginning  of  the  year  to  May  1,  for  the  U.  S.  the  net 
accumulation  of  shell  and  frozen  eggs  in  storage  was  equivalent  to  I.9  mil- 
lion cases,  1.3  million  less  than  the  corresponding  1952  figure.  With 
storage  declining  more  than  production,  total  civilian  disappearance  of 
eggs  in  January-April  was  a  little  larger  than  in  that  period  last  year. 
In  view  of  the  increase  in  population,  however,  the  January-April  per  . 
capita  disappearance  declined  3  eggs  to  IU5  eggs  per  person. 

Beginning  early  in  the  summer,  monthly  egg  production  on  farms  is 
likely  to  exceed  last  year.  The  number  of  layers  on  hand  is  likely  to 
continue  about  1  or  2  percent  below  a  year  earlier  until  early  fall.  But 
from  July  on,  increases  in  the  rate  of  lay,  .if  summer  temperatixres  and 
other  factors  are  normal,  are  likely  to  more  than  offset  the  reduction  in- 
the  number  of  layers.  If  the  rate  of  lay  increases  in  line  with  the  year- 
to-j'ear  trend,,  egg  production  in  the  last  half  of  the  year' may  be  up  enough 
from  a  year  earlier  to  nearly  offset  thq  drop  in  the  first  part  of  1953. 
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D-yring  May  erv;  prices  in'  terminal  markets  veakoned  terrporarily,  and 
movement  Into  storat^ie  picked  up  considerably,  lliis  suggeat.s  tliat  foi"  the 
next  few  weeks  demand  for  storage  will  continue  to  provide  a- strong  l-^acklog 
which  will  limit  any  possitle  price  dips  that  may  occur  tef'^ro  the  normal 
seasonal  price  riss  occurs  in  the  summer.   '   '' 

In  Jvxie   last  year,  egg  prices  rose  rapidly  because  hot  weather  re- 
duced the  rate  of  lay,  and  at  the  same  time  had  more  than  the  usual  seasonal 
effects  iri  reducing  the  proportion  of  the  egg  supply  that  was  of  too  quality, 
"Assuming  more  nearly  normal  temperatures  thic  summer,  the  egg  price  rise 
should  be  less  abrupt. 

The  amount  of  the  total  rise  from'  spring  to  fall  might  not  bo  so 
great  as  the  18  cent  rise  last  year  from  March  to  November  in  egg  prices 
received  by  farmers.  The  reason  for  the  expectation  of  a  smaller  total 
seasonal  price  rise  is  that  supplies  of  fresh  eggs  in  the  fall  will  likely 
exceed  those  of  last  fall,  contrasting  with  a  smeller  production  this  sprlnfi 
than  a  year  earlier.  The  smaller  seasonal  rise  that  is  expected  will  likely 
bring  fall  egg  prices  to  a  level  fully  as  'high  as  or  higher  than  in  1952. 

Frozen  Egg:  Stocks  Below  IP^g, 

Prices,  Sharply  Higher  Except  for  Yolk 

The  prices  of  mixed  whole  frozen  egg  in  April  end  May,  which  normally 
are  near  the  season's  low  point,  averaged  higher  than  in  any  month  in  the 
previous  year.  The  May  average  In  New  York  of  39- ^-  center  ger   pound  com- 
pared with  29.-3-  cents  in  May  1952,  3S.1  cents  in  Mny  195"^,  ^nd  a  1952  monthly 
high  of -35-1  cents  in  December. 

The  current  price  of  frozen  albumen  is  about  double  the  price  last 
spring,  but  below  the  1952  peak.  The  relationahin  between  albujnen  end 
mixed  whole  egg  prices  changed  drastically  during  1952,  wi bh  albujfieri  prices 
■rising  from  62  percent  cf  the  value  per  pound  of  mixed  whole;  in  March  and 
■April,  to  103  percent  of  tho  value  of  whole  in  Jani.iary  1953.  ^'n  May,  albu- 
men, at  33 -Q  cents  per  pound,  was  valued  at  36  percent  of  the  price  of  mixed 
whole. 

Present  prices  of  yolk  (Jj-5  percent  solids)  are  only  slightly  higher 
than  a  \ear  ago.  The  average  for  May  was  51^ -S  cento  per  pound,  against 
51.8  cents  in  May  1952.  From  liay  1952  to  January  1953,  the  trend  of  yolk 
prices  was  downward,  with  January  averaging  U6.5  csnts. 

Table  5  shows  that  the  indicated  disappearance  of  liquid  end  frozen 
egg  so  far  this  year  has  been  ahead  of  1952  by  a  slightly  wider  margin 
than  production  of  those  products.  ^Iso,  1953  opened  with  smaller  otorage 
stocks  than  were  available  January  1,  1952.  The  resvilt  is  apparent  in 
the  smaller  storage  stocks  on  hand'  Maj  1.  Unless  the  stocks  are  supple- 
mented by  a  substantially  larger  output  than  last  year  in  the  remaining 
month  or  so  of  heavy  production  of  eggs,  peak  stocks  will  be  insufficient 
to  support  a  continuation  of  the  recent  monthly  rates  of  use,  unlees  (a) 
there  is  more  out-of -season  breaking  than  usual,  or  (b)  end-of -season 
inventories  are  reduced  considerably  below  the  level  of  recent  years, 


PJ^-165 


-  13 


TaMe  5.-  Frozen  and  liquid  egg:  Production,- storage  §toekS9^diaappearance, 

end  price,. monthly,  January  1951  to  date 


:            Producti 

on 

:          Stocks 

:       Presumed       : 
idisappearance : :. 
■net  production: 

Average  pric 
New  York  C] 

e  in 

•               < 
.               1 

; 

:  Total 
:     net. 

:  Total 
:     re- 

;    Net 

'change 

'during 

LtV 

Mnnth 

:  Total 

Dried 

:for  use 

j|)pfited,- 

•     of  liquid       : 

4  i\JtA  uu 

:  liquid 
:     egg 

1/ 

:       as 
:  liquid 

:  bfegin- 
:     ning 

and  frozen  . : 
egg  adjusted  : 

Mixed 
whole 

Yolk 

Albumen 

or 

:       of 

lllWU  uU 

for  changes   : 

:  frozen 

:  month 

in  stocks     : 

:Million  MillionMillion 

Million  Million      Million 

:T)ounds 

Tjoimds  -Dounds 

pounds 

pounds 

•  -Dounds 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1951 

Jan. 

':     22.7 

1.6 

21.1 

1+7.3 

-16.2 

37.3 

3I+.7 

55.0 

21.5 

Feb. 

:     31^.7 

l.k 

33.3 

31.2 

1.6 

■  31.7   . 

31+.  6 

55.5 

22.8 

Mnr. 

:     77.0 

1.0 

76.0 

32.7 

29.6 

.     1+6.1+ 

35.6 

56.9. 

25.6 

Apr. 

:     83.7 

3.0 

30,6 

62.3 

1+7.0 

■-     33.6. 

36.3 

56.8 

25.5 

May 

:     87.5 

3.0 

8U.5 

109.3 

.  53.1+ 

,  ,  31.1. 

36.1 

61.1. 

26.6 

June 

:     49.6 

2.1^ 

i^7.2 

162.7. 

27.3 

.     19.9. 

.36.8 

61.7 

25.2 

July 

:     22.5 

l.I^ 

21.2 

190.0 

0.6 

20. 1+. 

.3^.1+ 

61.1+ 

2t+.6 

Aug.   " 

:     13.7 

1.3 

12.3 

190.a, 

ill+.5 

.     26.8. 

36.1+ 

61.0. 

2U.8 

Sept. 

.      7.6 

2.1 

5,5 

176.3. 

-25.0 

30.5.: 

.36.5 

60.5- 

21+.6 

Oct. 

i^.3 

2.2 

2.1 

151.3 

-29.7 

31.8    ■ 

36.5 

60.6- 

25.9 

Nov. 

3.1 

1.6 

1.5 

121.6 

-26.1+ 

.     27.9. 

35.5 

61.0 

26.0 

Eec- 

2.3 

2.3 

2/ 

95.1 

-27.9 

27.9. 

35.5 

61.1+ 

27.9 

1952         ! 

Jan.      I 

.:22.0 

0.7 

21.  If 

67.2 

"ll+,l 

35.5 

53.0 

60.2 

25.  o.-; 

Feb.    ,! 

U6.5 

1.5 

1+5.0 

53.1. 

.    7.5 

■        37.5 

29.0 

50.9 

20.2 

Mar.     : 

62.7 

2.8 

59.8 

60.6 

.     23.7 

36.1 

28.2 

51.2 

17.1+ 

Apri     : 

63.5 

2,k 

61.1 

8I+.3. 

::  26.9 

31+.2 

28.8 

52.1+ 

17.6 

May       • 

71.1 

2.1 

68.9 

111.2 

•  31+. 7 

31+. 2 

29.3 

51.8 

19.1+ 

June     : 

i^7.9 

1.9 

1+6.0 

11+5.9 

20.6 

25.1+ 

30.7 

50.6 

22.7 

July     : 

21.8 

2.7 

19.1 

166.1+ 

-3.1 

.     22.2. 

32.7 

51.5 

V31.9 

Aug.    ,: 

12.1 

k.O 

8.2 

163.1+ 

-19.0 

27.2. 

32.8 

53.0 

30.9 

Sept.    : 

11.0 

5.3 

5.7 

11+1+.3 

-20.7 

26.1+ 

31.1+ 

52.1 

29.5 

Oct.     ,: 

7.0 

2.Q 

ij-.2 

123.7 

-28.3 

32.5 

31.0 

.51.2 

30.6 

Nov. 

6.0 

h.3 

1.7 

95.3 

-22.9 

21+.6 

33.1 

1+7.8 

33.1 

Dec.      : 

6.6 

1.6 

5.0 

72.5 

-22.3 

.     27.3    , 

35.1 

1+6.6 

3I+.7 

1953       ': 

■■ 

'  ■ 

Jan.      : 

20.5 

0.6 

19.9 

50.2 

-15.2 

35.1 

32.8 

1+6.5 

35.3 

Feb.    .: 

1^5.3 

.,7 

kh.6 

35.0 

.    7.1+ 

37.2, 

35.0 

1+7.1 

3I+.3 

Mar,.q.  : 

71.7 

1.2 

70..5 

1+2.1+ . 

■'  22.8 

.     1+7.7.   . 

36.9 

50.1 

32.3 

A^r.     : 

70.6 

1.7 

68.9 

65.2 

32.1 

.    36.8 

38.2 

52.2 

32.6 

May       : 

97,3 

"  ~" 

■  ■   . 

39.2 

^5.3 

33.8 

2/  L&es  than  0.5  thousand  pounds. 

g/  Carlots  not  quoted.  Price  oiven  is  L.C.L. 


MAY-JUKE  1953 


-  Ik 


TalJle  6  .-  Frozen  egg:  Prices  of  yolk,  altumen,  and  mixed  whole  egg, 
New  York  City,  and  values  of  the  yield  from  1  case  of 
shell  eggs,  ty  months,  January  1951  to  date 


Separated  yolk 

and  albumen 

:  Frozen  whole 
:           egg 

'     Greater  value 

;           Yolk 

• 

i 

Albumen 

:  Combined 
_:  '  value 
':  of  17.36 

,     of  separated 
:       components 

Month 

Valu6    - 

■   -.■    '•■    • 

Value 

Value 

:     of  1  case  of 

;  Price: 

of 

Price- : 

of 

:pounds  yolk 

:Price : 

of 

:       eggs  over 

;  per   : 

-17. 36     . 

per  : 

21.36 

:  end  21. 36 

:  per   : 

38.72 

equivalent 

:pound : 

pounds    . 

pound: 

pounds 

;     pounds 

:  pound : 

pounds 

:     of  whole  egg 

.1/.     . 

1/ 

;  albumen  l/ 

1/         . 

:Cents 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

1951 

Jan.\ 

i  55.0 

9.55 

21.5  .' 

■   I+.59 

ll+.lU 

31+.7 

13.1+1+ 

.70 

Feh.  • 

:  55.5 

9.63 

22.8. 

1+.87 

111  .50 

31+. 6 

13.1+0 

1.10 

Mar. 

56.9 

9.88 

25.6 

5.1+7 

15.35 

35.8 

13.86 

1.1+9 

Apr. 

56.8 

9.86 

25.5. 

5.1+5 

15.31 

36.3 

II+.06 

1.25 

May 

'  61.1 

10.61 

26.6. 

5.68 

16.29 

38.1 

II+.75 

I.5U 

June 

61.7 

10.71 

25.2' 

5.38 

16.09 

36.8 

11+.25 

1.81+ 

July 

61.  U 

10.66 

21+.6. 

5.25 

15.91 

36.k. 

II+.09 

1.82 

Aug.        J 

61.0 

10.59 

21+.8 

5.30 

15.89 

36.1+ 

II+.09 

1.30 

Sept.      : 

60.5 

10.50 

21+. 6 

5.25 

15.75 

36.5 

II+.I3 

1.62 

Oct.       : 

60.6 

10.52 

25.9 

5.53 

16.05 

36.5 

II+.13 

1.92 

Nov.       ; 

61.0 

10.59 

26.0 

5.55 

16.11+ 

35.5 

13.75 

2.39 

Dec. 

6l.lv 

1Q.'66 

27.9 

^.96 

16.62 

35.5 

13.75 

2.87 

1952         i 

Jan.        : 

60.2 

10.1+5 

25.0 

5.3U 

15.79 

33.0 

12.78 

3.01 

Feb.        : 

-50.9 

8.81+ 

20.2 

1^.31 

13.15 

29.0 

11.23 

1.92 

Mar.        : 

51.2 

8.89 

17.1+ 

3.72 

12.61 

28.2 

10.92 

1.69 

Apr.        : 

5.2  .> 

9.10 

17.6 

3.76 

12.86 

28.8 

11.15 

1.71 

May         : 

51.8 

8.99 

19.1+ 

1+.1I+ 

13.13 

29.3 

11.31+ 

1.79 

June       : 

50.6 

8.78 

22.7 

1+.85 

13.63 

30.7 

11.89 

1.71+ 

July       : 

51.5 

8.91+    1/31.9 

6.81 

15.75 

32.7 

12.66 

3.09 

Aug.        : 

53.0 

9.20 

30.9 

6.60 

15.80 

32. .8 

12.70 

3.10 

Sept.      : 

52.1 

9.01+ 

29.5 

6.30 

15.31+ 

31.1+ 

12.16 

3.18 

Oct.        : 

51.2 

8.89 

30.6 

6. 51+ 

15.1+3 

31.0 

12.00 

3.1+3 

Nov.       : 

U7.8 

a.  30 

33.1 

7.07 

15.37.    . 

33.1 

12.82 

2.55 

Dec.        : 

1+6.6 

8.09 

3^.7 

7.1+1 

15.50 

35.1 

13.59 

1.91 

1953         : 

Jan.        : 

U6.5 

8.07 

35.3 

7.5i+ 

15. 6i 

32.6 

12.70 

2.91 

Feb. 

:  1+7.1 

8.18 

3^.3 

7.33 

15.51    ^ 

35.0 

13.55 

1.96 

Mar. 

:  50.1 

8.70 

32.2 

6.90 

15.60 

36,9 

11+.29 

1.31 

Apr. 

:  52.2 

9.06 

32.6 

6.96 

16.02 

38.2 

li+.79 

1.23 

May 

:  55.8 

9.69 

33.3 

7.22 

16.91 

39.2 

15.18 

1.73 

1/  These  quantities  ai^e  the  average  yield  from  1  case  of  shell  eggs  in  spring- 
time breaking  operations. 

2/  Average  for  weeks  ending  on  specified  dates. 
3/  Car lots  not  quoted.  Price  given  is  L.G.L, 
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During  "both  of  the  past  2  years,  the  price  relationships  "between 
mixed  whole  egg  on  one  hand,  and  frozen  jolk  and  frozen  albxmen  on  the 
other,  have  changed  considerably  from  the  spring-time  "breaking  season  to 
the  year  end.  As  each  year  progressed  those  changes  have  "been  in  the 
direction  of  making  yolk  and  albumen  relatively  more  valuable  than  an 
equivalent  quantity  of  mixed  whole  egg  (table  6) . 


POULTRY  PRODUCERS '  1952  GEOSS  INCOME 
BELOW  1951 

Aggregate  poultry  and  egg  production  in  1952  exceeded  all  previous 
records,  but  financially  the  year  was  unfavorable  to  most  producers. 
Relatively  low  prices  for  eggs  and  turkeys  reduced  farmers'  cash  receipts 
from  poultry  and  eggs  6  percent  below  1951 >  while  relatively  high  costs 
for  feed  through  most  of  the  year,  combined  with  increased  feed  require- 
ments almost  in  proportion  with  increased  output,  probably  resulted  in  an 
even  greater  reduction  from  the  year  before  in  poultrymen's  net  incomes. 

The  number  of  eggs  produced  in  1952,  the  number  of  broilers  raised, 
and  the  number  of  turkeys  raised  exceeded  the  previous  records  of  1951" 
Despite  large  supplies  in  1951?  which  supported  near-record  per  capita 
disappearances  of  the  respective  products,  the  index  of  average  poultry 
product  prices  then  was  the  highest  since  19^4-8.  Feed  prices  during  1951  ? 
representing  the  poultrymen's  largest  cash  expense,  were  higher  than  in 
the  2  previous  years,  but  not  so  high  as  in  19^7~^S. 

Low  egg  prices  during  the  spring  were  perhaps  the  most  unfavorable 
factor  bearing  upon  poultrymen's  1952  incomes,  compared  with  the  year 
before.  (  ;.r  explanation  advanced  for  those  low  prices  is  that  storage 
demand  for  both  shell  and  frozen  egg  is  the  marginal  influence  upon 
springtime  egg  prices.  In  1952  the  demand  for  storage,  particularly  for 
frozen  egg,  reflected  the  unfavorable  out-turn  to  storers  of  the  previous 
year's  operation. 

Feed  costs  at  a  higher  level  than  at  any  time  except  19^7-^8  were 
another  factor  making  1952  a  relatively  unfavorable  year  for  poultrymen. 

A  third  notable  change  adversely  affecting  income  from  poultry 
compared  with  the  year  before,  was  in  turkey  prices.  The  October-December 
average  price  received  by  farmers  was  33 «7  cents  per  pound,  compared  with 
37 <7  "the  year  before,   (in  1950?  the  comparable  average  had  been  32.8  cents, 
but  that  year's  crop  had  been  produced  with  cheaper  feed).  On  account 
of  the  large  supplies  and  low  prices,  the  Department  of  Agriculture  under- 
took a  surplus  removal  program  in  the  fall  of  1952  which  resulted  in  the 
Government  purchase  of  h3  million  pounds  of  eviscerated  turkey,  the  equiva- 
lent of  about  6  percent  of  the  year's  slaughter. 
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To  date,  1953  looks  like  a  much  more  favorable  year  than  1952 
for  poultrymen.  The  combined  gross  income  from  eggs  and  poultry  meat 
is  likely  to  exceed  the  1951  record  of  4  billion  dollars.  Egg  prices 
so  far  have  been  at  record -high  levels,  suid  yet  have  not  induced  in- 
creased numbers  of  early-hatched  pullets  whose  later  egg  output  mi^t 
speed  the  seasonal  dovmturn  in  egg  prices  which  will  occur  after  peak 
prices  have  been  reached  this  fall.  Feed  costs  to  date  have  been  about 
the  same  as  1951. 

The  turkey  crop  will  be  significantly  smaller  than  in  1952,  and 
prices  are  likely  to  be  higher.  Broiler  prices  so  far  this  year  have 
been  about  in  line  with  the  1952  average.  Even  though  there  is  no 
present  indication  that  the  exceedingly  favorable  broiler  prices  of 
October-December  1952  will  be  repeated,  the  recent  prices  to  producers 
have  been  followed  by  near-record  chick  placements,  which  through  May 
have  been  sold  without  resulting  in  prices  so  low  as  those  of  last  May, 


FARM  VALUE  OF  POULTRY 
PRODUCTS 

1952 

(  Value  of  Sales 

Plus  Home 
Consumpfion ) 


(^  Sales 

||^>-  Home  consumption 


TOTAL  $3.8  BfLLIONS 


*FROM    SPECIALIZED   ENTEHPRISES 
U.  S.  DEPARTMENT    OF    AGRICULTURE  NEG.49163-XX       BUREAU    OF    AGRICULTURAL    ECONOMICS 
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Eggs:  Production,  aimual  rate  per  potential  layer,  and 
disposition,  Ifeited  States,  1920  to  date 


:     Hens 
:        and 

Eggs  produced 

Eggs 
con- 
siamed 

Aver- 
age 

Value 
of 

Per 

Year 

:   pullets 
:        on 

layer 
on 

Per  hen 
and 

on 
farms 

Eggs 
sold 

0 

annual 
nrice , 

eggs 
sold 

farms 
:   Jan.  1 

Total 

hand 

dvn~ing 

year 

pullet 

on  farms 

Jan.   1 

where 
pro- 
duced 

per 
dozen 

and 
con- 
sumed 

Thousand 

:  Thousand 

Millions 

Number 

Number 

Millions 

Millions 

Cents 

dollars 

1920 

:  31*1,1*71* 

29,700 

87 

7,100 

21,556 

1*3.5 

1,038,780 

1921 

:  331,632 

30,800 

93 

7,300 

22,398 

28.3 

700,377 

1922 

:  353,875 

33,000 

93 

7,600 

2U,267 

25.0 

663,895 

1923 

371,930 

35,000 

91* 

7,500 

26,392 

26.5 

71*8,1*1*7 

I92U 

:  389,626 

31*,  592 

89 

7,221 

26,333 

26.7 

71*1,225 

1925 

:   390,517 

31*,  969 

112 

90 

7,086 

26,910 

30.1* 

856,961* 

1926 

.  393, 8U9 

37,21*8 

118 

95 

7,378 

28,81^5 

28.9 

870,251* 

1927 

1^11^,875 

38,627 

117 

93 

7,612 

29,958 

25.1 

781,600 

1928 

1*27,139 

38,659 

119 

91 

7,1*13 

30,268 

28.1 

877,371* 

1929 

1*03,771* 

37,921 

119 

91* 

7,11*7 

29,779 

29.8 

911,882 

1930         : 

U20,lt51 

39,067 

121 

93 

7,519 

30,613 

23.7 

750,603 

1931 

1+01,776 

38,532 

127 

96 

7,995 

29,628 

17.6 

51*6,072 

1932         : 

385,826 

36,298 

121 

91* 

7,992 

27,1*15 

ll*.2 

1*12,335 

1933         : 

390,71*3 

35,511* 

118 

91 

7,922 

26,737 

13.8 

391*,  315 

193^^         : 

385,31*1 

31*,  1*29 

118 

89 

7,1*06 

26,266 

17.0 

1*73,561 

1935         ! 

350,1*07 

33,609 

122 

96 

7,205 

25,739 

23.1* 

635,831* 

1936         : 

362,619 

3l*,53l* 

121 

95 

7,1*16 

26,U1;8 

21.8 

610,509 

1937         : 

379,751* 

37,561* 

130 

99 

7,881; 

29,162 

21.3 

651,582 

1938         : 

352,961* 

37,356 

135 

106 

8,20U 

28,621* 

20.3 

616,528 

1939         : 

376, lUl 

38,8U3 

131* 

103 

8,238 

30,092 

17.1* 

551,093 

191*0         : 

392,655 

39,695 

131* 

101 

8,035 

31,22lf 

18.0 

582,211 

19^1         : 

381,315 

1*1,878 

139 

110 

7,652 

33,795 

23.5 

807,261 

191*2         : 

1*27,911 

1*8,597 

1U2 

111* 

7,1*25 

U0,7l»0 

30.0 

1,196,1*75 

19»*3         : 

1*88,959 

5l*,539 

1U2 

112 

7,31*9 

1*6,711 

37.1 

1,667,518 

19'*U         : 

523,587 

58,530 

lua 

112 

7,711 

50,1*55 

32.5 

1,570,670 

191*5         : 

1*73,880 

56,221 

152 

119 

7,502 

1*8,365 

37.7 

1,751,381 

191*6         : 

U72,820 

55,962 

156 

118 

7,551 

1*8, 1U8 

37.6 

1,71*3,016 

191*7         : 

U31,UU6 

55,381* 

160 

128 

7,133 

U8,029 

1*5.3 

2,077,719 

191*8        : 

1*17,570 

51*,  899 

166 

131 

6,800 

1*7,903 

U7.2 

2,11*5,01*1 

191*9 

399,380 

56,151* 

170 

11*1 

6,685 

1*9,282 

1*5.2 

2,102,955 

1950         : 

1*23,773 

58,731* 

172 

139 

6,861t 

51,705 

36.3 

1,765,793 

1951  1/  : 

Ul0,200 

59,265 

175 

Ikk 

6,552 

52,565 

1*7.8 

2,31*8,066 

1952  1/  : 

Ul9,86l 

61,016 

178 

11*5 

6,686 

5l*,195 

1*1.6 

2,10l*,69l* 

19532/   : 

1*05,635 

1/  Eevised, 

2/  Preliminary. 
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Ibble  10.-  Eggs:  Production,  annual  rate  per  potential  layer,  and  dispoBltlon, 
by  States  and  dlvieions,  1952  l/ 


State 

and 

dlvlelon 


Hens  and 

pullets 

on  farms 

January  1 


Eggs  produced 


:     K)tal 


:   Per  hen  and 
:  pullet  on  fanns: 
;       Jajiuary  1 


Eggs 
consumed 
on  ftirme 

where 
produced 


Eggs 
sold 


Average 

annual 

price, 

per 
dozen 


Value  of 
eggs  sold 

and 
consumed 


:  Thousands 

Maine  :  3,815 

Nev  Eaii5> shire  :  2,713 

Vermont  :  9^ 

Massachusetts :  3>^^ 

Hhode  Island  :  627 

Connecticut  :  ^,127 

I?ev  Yort  :  15,005 

New  Jersey :  l4,68l 

Pennsylvania  23,385 

North  Atlantic  :  70,785 

Ohio  :  18,568 

Indiana  :  17,112 

lUinois  :  21,139 

Mlchi^n  :  10,719 

Wisconsin  :  13,7't3 

ast  North  Central  :  8l,28l 

MlnneBota  :  23,585 

lova  :  29,555 

Missouri   :  19,01% 

North  Dakota  :  4,190 

South  Dakota  :  8,661 

Nebraska  :  12,626 

Eansas  :  12,952 

West  North  Central   :  110,583 

Delaware  :  967 

Maryland  :  3,704 

Virginia  :  8,387 

West  Virginia  :  3,426 

North  Carolina  :  10, 924 

South  Carolina  :  4, 529 

Georgia  :  7,059 

Florida   :  3,157 

South  Atlantic  :  42,153 

Eentuclgr :  9, 746 

Tennessee   :  8,916 

Alabama   :  6,710 

Mississippi   :  6,490 

Arkansas  :  6, 578 

Louisiana  :  3,974 

Oklahoma  :  8,389 

Texas   :  21,474 

South  Central  :  72,277 

MDntana :  1, 765 

Idaho   :  1,800 

Wyoming :  705 

Colorado   :  2,680 

New  Mexico  :  956 

Arizona  :  573 

Utah  :  2,762 

Nevada  :  163 

Washington  :  4,801 

Oregon  :  3,451 

California  :  23,126 

Western  :  42,782 

United  States  :  419,861 


Millions 

Number 

663 

174 

431 

159 

171 

180 

911 

166 

108 

172 

713 

173 

2,368 

158 

2,503 

170 

3,683 

157 

11,551 

163 

2,795 

151 

2,734 

160 

3,148 

149 

1,601 

149 

2,139 

156 

12,417 

153 

3,730 

158 

4,692 

159 

2,583 

136 

594 

142 

1,238 

143 

1,758 

139 

1,862 

144 

16,457 

149 

138 

143 

515 

139 

1,149 

137 

478 

140 

1,298 

119 

462 

102 

828 

117 

382 

121 

5,250 

125 

1,244 

128 

1,023 

115 

732 

109 

649 

100 

705 

107 

385 

97 

i;i23 

134 

2,921 

136 

8,782 

122 

254 

144 

271 

151 

104 

148 

393 

147 

U5 

120 

80 

140 

434 

157 

24 

147 

782 

163 

552 

160 

3,550 

154 

6,559 

153 

61,016 

145 

Thousand 

MlUions 

Millions 

Cents 

dollars 

29 

633 

55.2 

30,452 

15 

415 

56.2 

20,138 

20 

151 

53.2 

7,581 

23 

8&r 

56.5 

42,846 

3 

105 

56.2 

5,057 

18 

694 

56.5 

33,523 

148 

2,218 

53.3 

105,090 

38 

2,4a 

53.6 

Ul,622 

214 

3,464 

50.8 

155,702 

508 

11,028 

53.3 

512,011 

256 

2,536 

42.1 

97,952 

204 

2,527 

36.8 

83,751 

291 

2,853 

34.6 

90,651 

175 

1,424 

41.9 

55,831 

217 

1,919 

39.1 

69,598 

1,143 

11,259 

38.5 

397,783 

262 

3,465 

34.9 

108,394 

321 

4,366 

32.6 

127,331 

332 

2,246 

32.1 

68,961 

94 

499 

29.6 

14,628 

103 

1,133 

30.2 

31,106 

182 

1,574 

30.6 

44,778 

231 

1,629 

31.7 

^9,135 

1,525 

14,912 

32.5 

4U,333 

10 

128 

47.0 

5,405 

48 

466 

47.7 

20,432 

193 

953 

47.6 

45,458 

99 

378 

47.0 

18,683 

297 

997 

47.0 

50,682 

132 

326 

51.6 

19,694 

200 

622 

49.4 

33,839 

52 

328 

53.4 

16,910 

1,031 

4,198 

48.4 

211,103 

305 

933 

37.4 

38,585 

281 

734 

38.8 

32,819 

215 

511 

44.6 

26,983 

185 

455 

43.0 

22,933 

195 

504 

38.3 

22,310 

118 

262 

44.5 

14,092 

201 

918 

34.6 

32,264 

397 

2,516 

38.9 

94,429 

1,897 

6,833 

39.0 

284,415 

54 

199 

39.7 

8,370 

46 

224 

43.8 

9,855 

20 

84 

40.9 

3,545 

71 

321 

39.9 

13,034 

32 

83 

45.9 

4,399 

10 

70 

58.2 

3,880 

29 

405 

43.3 

15,660 

7 

17 

51.0 

1,020 

79 

702 

51.0 

33,193 

71 

480 

50.8 

23,326 

163 

3,380 

47.0 

138,767 

582 

5,965 

46.8 

255,049 

6,686 

54,195 

41.6 

2,104,694 

1/  Preliminary. 
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Table  12.-  Farm  chickens:  Average  live  wei^t,  sales,  farm  consumption, 
and  value,  available  data,  1930  to  date 


Total 

Slaugh- 

'.     Average  live  weight 

consumed 
on 

•  ter, 
live 

Weighted 
annual 

Value  of: 

Total 

farms 

weight. 

average 

Sales 

Year 

.  sold. 

where 

from 

price 

Sales 

plus 

:  Young  ; 

Mature 

All 

live 

produc- 

farm 

received 

from 

home 

weight 

ed, 
live 

weight 

pro- 
duction 
1/ 

per 
pound 

farms 

con- 
sump- 
tion 

Million 

Million  Million 

Million 

klllion 

:  Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds  TJOimds 

Dounds 

pounds 

Cents 

dollars 

dollars 

1930 

2,713 

18. U 

333 

k9^ 

1931 

3.8 

2,506 

15.8 

258 

390 

1932 

3.8 

2,51*7 

11.8 

189 

293 

1933 

3.8 

2,657 

9.5 

161 

2k'J 

193^^ 

3.8 

2,383 

11.1 

171 

259 

1935 

3.9 

1,U1U 

8U7 

2,261 

li^.9 

207 

32U 

1936 

3.9 

1,536 

798 

2,33'+ 

15.0 

239 

37'* 

1937 

U.o 

1,U17 

752 

2,169 

16.0 

225 

35»* 

1938 

3.9 

1,282 

787 

2,069 

lU.8 

195 

320 

1939 

3.9 

1,1^81 

779 

2,260 

13.2 

199 

309 

191^0 

3.3 

h.9 

U.l 

1,508 

712 

2,220 

13.0 

199 

292 

191^1 

3.h 

5.1 

U.l 

1,673 

699 

2,372 

15.6 

26k 

372 

I9U2        i 

3.5 

5.1 

k,2 

2,0k6 

689 

2,735 

18.7 

389 

518 

I9U3         : 

3.5 

5.1 

k.2 

2,836 

678 

3,51'* 

21^.3 

696 

863 

19^1^         : 

3.6 

5.1 

U.3 

2,6U5 

6kk 

3,289 

23.7 

635 

790 

191^5         : 

3.7 

5.2 

h.3 

2,616 

669 

3,285 

25.9 

677 

852 

19*^6         : 

3.7 

5.2 

k.k 

2,318 

638 

2,956 

27.6 

639 

81U 

191^7         : 

3.7 

5.2 

k.k 

2,lUlt 

598 

2,71^2 

26.5 

568 

727 

19*^8         : 

3.7 

5.3 

^^.5 

l,8oii 

568 

2,372 

30.1 

5^3 

711 

I9U9         : 

3.8 

5.3 

k.k 

1,95^+ 

575 

2,529 

25. U 

1+97 

643 

1950         ': 

3.8 

5.3 

k.^ 

1,8U7 

586 

2,^33 

22.3 

kll 

51*0 

1951  2/   : 

3.9 

5.3 

J+.5 

1,877 

581 

2,U58 

25.1 

U72 

615 

1952  2J  • 

3.9 

5.3 

k.6 

1,767 

573 

2,3^0 

22.3 

393 

518 

1/  Slaughter  is  the  stun  of  sales  and  consxaiiption  on  farms  where  produced. 

2/  Eevised. 

^  Preliminary. 
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Tatle  13.-  Chickens: 


ITumber  raised  and  sold;  nuaiber  ccasumed  on  farms  vhere  produced  and  value  of 
sales  plus  hone  caQsumptlon,  by  States  and  divisions,  1952  1/ 


State 

and 

division 


Chickens 
raised 


Chickens  sold 


Number 


Weight 


Chickens  consumed  on 
farms  vhere  produced 


number 


Weight 


Aver- 
age 
price, 
per  pound 


Value  of 
sales  plus 
hone  con- 
sumption 


:  Thousands 

Maine  :  6,989 

Nev  Hampehlre :  5,915 

Vermont  :  1,877 

Massachusetts  :  8,971 

Khode  Island  :  1,067 

Connecticut  :  8,303 

New  York 19,681 

Nev  Jersey  :  16,1»UU 

Pennsylvania  :  36,851 

North  Atlantic   :  106,098 

Ohio  2U,852 

Indiana  26,893 

Illinois  :  27,271 

Michigan  :  18,U2U 

Wisconsin  :  20,355 

East  North  Central..:  117,795 

Minnesota  :  27,U37 

Iowa  :  '♦1,669 

MiSBOuri   26,650 

North  Dakota   :  6,lH2 

South  Dakota  11,929 

Nebraska  :  19,156 

Ksnsas  18,530 

West  North  Central..:  151,783 

Delaware  I  1,571 

Maryland  :  5,096 

Virginia  10,7l»9 

West  Virginia  :  lt,351 

North  Carolina :  18,981 

South  Carolina :  8,520 

Georgia  :  12,^39 

Florida  :  5,619 

South  Atlantic   67,326 

Kentucky  16,502 

Tennessee  :  15,006 

Alatana  :  11,970 

Mississippi  I  11,697 

Arkansas  1  10,U70 

Louisiana  ;  8,005 

Oklahoma  12,588 

Texas  26,5U8 

South  Central :  112,786 

Montana  3.562 

Idaho  :  3,128 

Wyoming  :  1,106 

Colorado  :  5,0'i3 

New  Mexico  ;  1,266 

Arizona  TT"* 

Utah  :  3,759 

Nevada  :  310 

Washington  :  8,962 

Oregon  :  5,310 

California  :  28,01*6 

Western  :  61,266 

Uhited  States  !  6l7,05U 


Thousand 

Thousand 

Thousands 

pounds 

Thousands 

pounds 

5,926 

^M8 

31,1*08 

26U 

1,399 

26,51*8 

173 

796 

1,600 

8,800 

197 

1,061* 

7,790 

1*2,066 

350 

1,715 

931 

l',562 

51* 

265 

7,280 

35,672 

319 

1,1*99 

IS.iii^S 

7l*,126 

1,925 

10,010 

U,ltl8 

57,090 

890 

i*,09l* 

26,792 

133,960 

3,288 

16,769 

82,598 

1*11*,  232 

7,'t6o 

37,611 

17,207 

86,035 

l*,890 

22,1*91* 

18,981 

89,211 

U,U66 

18,757 

17,203 

80,851* 

6,176 

25,322 

13,952 

71,155 

2,658 

13,290 

l'»,077 

61*,75l* 

3,919 

18,027 

8l,U20 

392,009 

22,109 

97,890 

19,581 

90,073 

1*,668 

20,072 

30,16U 

ll.l*,787 

7,013 

30,156 

17,877 

82,231* 

6,81*9 

2l*,656 

3,91*7 

18,156 

1,732 

7,101 

7,992 

37,562 

2,555 

10,1*76 

12,959 

55,721* 

It, 978 

19,1*11* 

11,239 

1*9,1*52 

5,993 

20,976 

103,759 

1*77,988 

33,788 

132,851 

1,203 

5,lHl* 

21*0 

1,056 

3,375 

16,200 

1,218 

5,237 

"♦,327 

19,901* 

5,289 

18,512 

2,135 

9,821 

1,628 

6,675 

7,1*5'^ 

31,307 

8,812 

28,198 

2,066 

7,61*1* 

5,182 

16,061* 

3,926 

15,311 

7,021* 

22,U77 

3,386 

12,528 

1,257 

1*,1*00 

27,&72 

118,129 

30,650 

102,619 

6,227 

28,022 

8,318 

28,281 

7,537 

30,902 

6,333 

21,532 

3,933 

l!*,9l*5 

6,531* 

18,295 

1*,259 

11*, 906 

5,596 

16,228 

5,585 

22,898 

1*,130 

12,390 

2,890 

11,271 

l*,l*30 

15,91*8 

6,U71 

25,237 

5,296 

17,1*77 

13,663 

50,553 

9,901* 

30,702 

50,565 

198,73lt 

50,51*1 

160,853 

2,252 

9,U58 

963 

3,9U8 

1,759 

7,388 

1,009 

1*,036 

593 

2,372 

UU8 

1,702 

3,253 

12,687 

1,530 

5,508 

5W 

2,028 

538 

1,560 

1*00 

1,600 

21*8 

893 

2,9l»7 

11,788 

1.21 

1,1*71* 

199 

836 

99 

356 

6,788 

28,510 

1,5U8 

6,192 

3,1*38 

11*, 783 

1,200 

5,01*0 

19,199 

7l*,876 

3,050 

10,370 

1*1,376 

166,326 

11,05U 

1*1,079 

387,590 

1,767, Ul8 

155,602 

572,903 

Thousand 

Cents 

dollars 

25.5 

8,366 

26.0 

7,109 

27.3 

2,692 

26.6 

11,61*6 

26.5 

1,279 

27.0 

10,036 

27.6 

23,222 

27.6 

i6,8&r 

27.8 

1*1,903 

27.2 

123, lUO 

22.6 

21*,528 

21.6 

23,322 

22.1 

23,1*65 

2l*.7 

20,858 

22.0 

18,212 

22.6 

U0,385 

16.1* 

18,061* 

17.7 

30,965 

20.7 

22,126 

17.8 

l*,It96 

15.7 

7,51*2 

16.7 

12,51*8 

15. U 

10,81*6 

17.5 

106,587 

26.9 

1,7^0 

26.9 

5,767 

23.1 

8,871* 

21*. 3 

1*,009 

23.1 

13,71*6 

26.6 

6,306 

25.2 

9,522 

27.7 

1*,689 

21*. 9 

51^,653 

20.2 

11,373 

19.6 

10,277 

23.8 

7,911 

21*  .7 

7,690 

21.2 

7,h8l 

29.5 

8,030 

17.0 

7,261 

20.6 

16,739 

21.1 

76,762 

25.2 

3,378 

23.0 

2,627 

25.1 

1,022 

19.7 

3,581. 

20.9 

750 

28. U 

708 

18.9 

2,507 

23.8 

281* 

21.9 

7,600 

20.0 

3,965 

23.9 

20,373 

22.6 

1*6,798 

22.3 

518,325 

1/  Preliminary. 
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Tatle  111-.-  Broilers  from  specialized  enterprises:  Production,  average  live 
weight,  price  p  '-^   pound,  and  value  of  production,  193^  to  date 


Yftfi-r 

•               Production 

:     Average 
rlive  wei^t, 
:         per 
:         -bird 

:     Average  price 
:       received  "by 
:     producers,  per 
:pound,   live  weight 

■         Value 
of 

J.C7CLJ. 

■       Number 

:     Pounds 
:      (live) 

•  production 

Thous  0 

Thous  0 

Lbo 

Ct. 

Thous.  dol. 

193l^ 

:       3^,030 

96,662 

2.8U 

19.3 

18,69U 

1935 

U2,890 

122,881^ 

2„87 

20.0 

21^,651 

1936 

•       53,155 

152, UU? 

2. 87 

20.6 

31,^93 

1937 

:       67,915 

195,916 

2.88 

21.1^ 

Ul,876 

1938 

:        82,lv20 

239,508 

2.91 

19.0 

^5,609 

1939 

105,630 

306,272 

2„90 

17.0 

52,059 

19^0 

li^2,762 

UlU,07U 

2.90 

17.3 

71,729 

191^1 

191,502 

559,605 

2„92 

18. J+ 

103,111 

19i+2 

223,187 

67^,087 

2.95 

22.9 

151^,650 

191^3 

235,293 

832,837 

2.92 

23.6 

238,262 

191^1^ 

26^,999 

790,3^6 

2,98 

23.8 

227,10V 

19U5       ■ 

365,572 

1,107,17*+ 

3.03 

29.5 

327,059 

191^6 

292,527 

883,855 

3.02 

32.7 

288,603 

19*^7        : 

310,163 

936,l+U2 

3.02 

32.3 

302,170 

19U3 

370,515 

1,126, 6U3 

3oOi^ 

36.0 

1+05,171 

I9U9       : 

513,296 

1,570,197 

3o06 

23.2 

1+1*2,530 

1950       \ 

630,816 

1,938,000 

3.07 

27. U 

530,11+7 

1951  1/: 

805,603 

2,U62,66l 

3»06 

28.6 

703,213 

1952  2/i 

886,036 

2,695,358 

3.0i^ 

28.8 

776,929 

1/  Eevised. 

2/  Preliminary. 
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Table  15.-  Broilers  from  specialized  enterprises:  Production,  average  live  weight,  price  per  pound, 

and  value  of  production,  ty  States  and  divisions,  1952  1/ 


State 

and 

division 


Production 


Numtor 


Pounds 
(live) 


Average  :  Average  price   : 

live  :   received  by    : 

weight,  :  producers,  per  : 

per  bird  :pound,  live  wel^t: 


Value 
of  pro- 
duction 


Maine : 

I7ev  Has^shlre : 

Yermont : 

Massachusetts : 

Ehode  Island : 

Connecticut : 

New  York : 

New  Jersey : 

Pennsylvania : 

North  Atlantic : 

Ohio : 

Indiana : 

Illinois : 

Michigan : 

Wisconsin. : 

East  North  Central : 

Minnesota : 

Iowa : 

Missouri : 

North  Dakota : 

South  Dakota : 

Nebraska : 

Kansas : 

West  North  Central : 

Delaware : 

Maryland : 

Virginia : 

West  Virginia : 

North  Carolina : 

South  Carolina ; 

Georgia : 

Florida : 

South  Atlantic : 

Kentucky : 

Tennessee : 

Alabama : 

MlEslsElppl : 

Arkansas : 

Louisiana : 

Oklahonia : 

Texas : 

South  Central :    215,136 

Montana :       

Idaho :  1,126 

Wyoming :       

Colorado :  2 ,129 

New  Mexico :       

Arizona :  825 

Utah :  1,63'* 

Nevada :       

Washington :  7 ,513 

Oregon :  5 ,  093 

California 1*8,079 

Western :     66, 399 

Ifalted  States :         836,036 

1/  Preliminary. 


Thousand 

I'housands 

Thousands 

Pounds 

Cents 

dollars 

23,0U3 

87,582 

3.8 

27.0 

23,61*7 

6,051 

23,599 

3.9 

27.1* 

6,1*66 

559 

1,956 

3.5 

27.7 

5U2 

16,1U7 

59,71*1* 

3.7 

28.9 

17,266 

1,136 

i*,l*30 

3.9 

23.9 

1,280 

19,950 

73,815 

3.7 

29.1 

21,U8o 

8,191* 

28,679 

3.5 

31.5 

9,031* 

6,61*U 

25,21*7 

3.8 

31.7 

8,003 

18,035 

61,319 

3.1* 

29.5 

18,089 

99,761* 

366,371 

3.7 

28.9 

105,807 

11,102 

36,637 

3.3 

30.0 

10,991 

33,671* 

107,757 

3.2 

29.3 

32,  U2 

27,393 

82,179 

3.0 

29.3 

21*,  1*89 

3,309 

11,251 

3.1* 

31.1 

3,1*99 

11,166 

36,81*8 

3.3 

29.9 

11,018 

86,61*U 

27U,672 

3.2 

29.9 

32,109 

U,l6l 

12,067 

2.9 

28.2 

3,1*03 

8,590 

25,770 

3;o 

29.0 

7,1*73 

23,51*1* 

70,632 

3.0 

23.3 

20,31*2 

6,381* 

18,15U 

2.8 

29.9 

5,536 

3,272 

9,162 

2.8 

29.5 

2,703 

^♦5,951 

136,1U5 

3.0 

29.0 

39,1*57 

65,191 

202,092 

3.1 

28.2 

56,990 

56,966 

176,595 

3.1 

28.2 

1*9,800 

50,61*2 

156,990 

3.1 

23.0 

1*3,957 

19,075 

62,91*8 

3.3 

23.5 

17,91*0 

1*3,366 

121,1*25 

2.8 

28.U 

31*,  1*85 

11*,  301 

1*0,01*3 

2.8 

28.5 

11,U12 

112,621 

315,339 

2.8 

28.1 

38,610 

9,980 

27,91*1* 

2.8 

30.0 

8,383 

372,11*2 

1,103,376 

3.0 

28.2 

311,577 

3,677 

11,399 

3.1 

29.0 

3,306 

8,762 

2l*,53l* 

2.8 

28.5 

6,992 

23,1*81* 

63,1*07 

2.7 

28.8 

18,261 

30,751 

36,103 

2.8 

28.0 

21*,  109 

72,627 

203,356 

2.8 

28.2 

57,31*6 

8,113 

22,716 

2.8 

29.5 

6,701 

6,728 

18,166 

2.7 

28.5 

5,177 

60,991* 

170,783 

2.8 

23.9 

1*9,356 

600,1*61* 


2.8 


23.5 


171, 2U8 


3,01*0 

2.7 

32.9 

1,000 

6,171* 

2.9 

31.0 

1,911* 

2,1*75 

1*,902 

3.0 
3.0 

32.9 
31.0 

8lU 
1,520 

23,290 

15,788 

158,661 

3.1 
3.1 

3.3 

30.7 
30.6 
31.2 

7,150 

l*,831 

1*9,502 

2ll*,330 

3.2 

31.1 

66,731 

2,695,358 

3.0 

28.8 

776,929 
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Tatle  16.- 

Turkeys : 

Average  liv« 

velght,   sales,   farm  consun^tlon,  and  value. 

availatle 

>  data,   1930  to  date 

sar 

ATsrage  live 
Ber  turkey 

iralght 

93ld 

Total  sold, 
live  weight 

Total  consumed 
on  farms,  vhere 
produced,   live 

Total 

slaughter, 

live  weight 

Weighted  annual 

average  price 

received  per 

Value  of: 

Sales 

Sales 

Y 

:'       AU 

plus  home 
con- 

weight 

pound 

suaption 

-        i^L 

£b^ 

Lb. 

Mil. It. 

Mil. lb. 

Mll.lb. 

Cents 

Mll.dol 

.  Mll.dol. 

1930 

13.1* 

211* 

23 

237 

20.0 

1*6 

51 

1931 

13.6 

211. 

21 

235 

19.1 

1*2 

1.6 

1932 

13.8 

268 

23 

290 

12.7 

38 

1.1 

1933 

it.o 

301* 

23 

327 

11.6 

36 

38 

193'* 

lU.l 

290 

21 

3U 

15.1 

li2 

1.5 

1935 

1U.5 

271* 

20 

291* 

20.1 

52 

56 

1936 

IU.7 

371* 

21 

396 

15.6 

62 

65 

1937 

11..8 

359 

21 

380 

18.1 

63 

67 

1938 

IU.9 

370 

19 

389 

17.5 

66 

69 

1939 

U.9 

17.9 

11*. 9 

uuu 

19 

U63 

15.7 

71 

71. 

19^ 

12.1 

18.1 

15.1 

509 

17 

527 

15.2 

78 

81 

191*1 

12.7 

19.1 

15.9 

U96 

15 

5U 

19.9 

98 

101 

191*2 

13.0 

19.6 

16.3 

527 

13 

5*0 

27.5 

11*5 

11.8 

19»*3 

12.9 

19.5 

16.2 

1*90 

12 

502 

32.6 

165 

161* 

19W* 

13 .2 

20.1. 

16.8 

585 

10 

595 

31*. 0 

199 

202 

191*5 

13.5 

21.1* 

17.1* 

715 

12 

727 

33.7 

21.1 

21*5 

191.6 

13.9 

22.2 

18.0 

71*0 

12 

752 

36.3 

269 

273 

191*7 

13.8 

22.5 

18.1 

631. 

12 

&t6 

36.5 

232 

236 

191.8 

11..0 

22.6 

18.3 

51*9 

11 

561 

1*6.8 

257 

263 

191*9 

11*  .2 

23.3 

18.8 

71.8 

12 

760 

35.2 

263 

267 

1950 

ll*.l 

23.0 

18.6 

797 

11 

808 

32.8 

262 

266 

1951 

1/ 

13.6 

22.2 

17.9 

9n 

11 

922 

37.1. 

31.1 

31.5 

19?2 

2/ 

1U.3 

23.8 

/16.7 

1,005 

12 

1,016 

33.6 

337 

31*1 

1/ 

Revised. 

2/ 

Prellmlr 

larj . 

2/ 

Includli 

ig  frjerB  at 

an  average  velghl 

t  of  7.5  pounds  vhlch  weight  vas  reported  for  the  first  tiae  for  195^. 

Table  I7.-  Turkeys: 


Kuaibors  on  fama  January  1,  numbers  raised,   sold,  consumed  on  farms  where  produced, 
end  total  slaughter,   available  data  1930  to  date 


Year 

[         Numbers  on 

farms  January  1 

•■           Raised 

•            Sold 

;       Consumed  on 
farms  irtiere 

:             Total 

:      slaughter  1/ 

;         Breeders 

Others 

;            produced 

niou  sands 

Itousands 

Thousands 

Thousands 

Tbousands 

Thousands 

1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1931* 

17,1*19 
18,21*9 
22,333 
23,21*1 
21,702 

15,999 
15,7*6 
19,393 
21,733 
20,615 

1,70* 
1,5*9 
1,665 
1,623 
1,505 

17.703 
17.295 
21.058 
23,356 
22,120 

1935 
1936 
1937 
1938 
1939 

3,1*81 
3,222 
3,911* 

2,877 
2,871. 
2,575 

20,821 
27,981 
25,755 
26,887 
33,587 

18,827 
25,530 
2*, 227 
2*, 861 
29,821 

1,*28 
1,*85 
1,*25 
1,291 
1,297 

20,255 
27.015 
25.652 
26,152 
31,U8 

191*0 

191*1 

191*2                  ! 

191*3                 : 

19W.                 : 

»*,607 
3,861* 
i*,003 
3,98U 
l*,29l. 

3.962 
3,329 
3,^82 
2,616 
3,135 

31*. 0*7 
32,902 
32,805 
32,309 
35,616 

33.778 
31,209 
32,*20 
30,278 
3*,7*9 

1.170 
996 
32* 
7*7 
6*7 

3*. 9*8 
32.205 
33.2** 
31.025 
35,396 

191*5 

191*6                  : 

191*7                  : 

I9W 

19*9 

i*,606 
l*,8ln 
3,779 
2.537 
3,11.8 

2,597 
3,021 
2,100 
1,1*22 
1,1*71* 

U2,900 
1*0,11*2 
33,975 
31,5*1 
*1,266 

*0,999 
*1,030 
3*,938 
30,017 
39,8*1 

691 
699 
675 
666 
676 

*1,690 
*1,729 
35,613 
30,683 
*0,517 

1950  : 

1951  2/            : 

1952  1/            : 

i-m  2/ 

3,270 
3,301 
3,828 

^M6 

1,851. 
1,790 
1,991* 
1.893 

S;If6 

60,**6 

*2,9l8 
50,853 
59,996 

6*8 
6** 
715 

*3.566 
51,*97 
60,7U 

1/  Slaughter 

is  the  sum  of 

sales  and  consuaaption  on  farms  wiiere  p 

reduced.     The  difl 

erence  between  rai 

sed  and  slauahtoj 

p- 

•d  is  accounted  for  by  (a)  difference  in  January  1  Inventories,  and  (b)  death  losses. 
2/  Revised. 
3/  Preliminary. 
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UNITED  STATES  FOREIGN  TRADE  IN  POULTRY  AM)   EGGS  l/ 

■by  Edward  I^rpof  f  ■ 

Imports  and  exports  are  not  laige  factors  in  the  poultry  industry 
in  the  l&iited  States^  Except  for  the  years  di;ring  which  the  United  States 
exported  dried  eggs  mider  Governjaent  programs,  neither  imports  nor  exports 
of  either  eggs  or  poultry  meat  have  ever  "been  as  much  as  2  percent  of  our 
national  production.  In  most  years,  they  were  less  than  1  percent. 

In  gexieral,  the  scale  of  the  domestic  poultry  industry  is  geared  to 
the  domestic  raarketr 

Before  World  War  II,  the  outstanding  feature  of  United  States  inter- 
national trade  in  poultry  and  eggs  was  the  import  of  large  quantities  of 
dried  egg  from  China,  This  trade  lapsed  during  the  War,  was  restored  to 
a  larger-than-prewar  scale  in  195^^  and  was  cut  off  in  Decemher  1950>  after 
Korea,  hy  freezing  Red  Chinese  dollar  halances  in  the  United  States. 

Dixring  World  Vfer  II,  and  thereafter  until  1952,  the  United  States 
exported  significant  quantities  of  dried  egg.  These  exports  were  the  re- 
sult of  Government  purchases,  first  as  a  part  of  the  war  situation  and  then 
as  a  part  of  the  defense  aftermath.  They  were  not  commercial  exports  in 
the  usual  sense,  and  are  not  likely  to  recur  except  under  unusual  circum- 
stances. They  were  related  to  the  price  support  programs  tlien  in  effect. 

Even  including  the  dried  eg.?,  in  the  1950's  the  United  States  im- 
ports and  exports  of  eggs  have  been  very  small  in  the  national  picture, 
V/iiii  dried  egg  included,  1952  experts  were  1.1  percent  of  United  States 
egg  production,  and  imports  were  0.1  of  1  percent. 

For  the  past  10  years  the  largest  source  of  shell  eggs  imported  to 
the  United  States  has  "been  Canada.  The  United  States  in  turn  exports  some 
of  our  eggs  to  Canada,  and  some  poul.try  meat.  At  least  a  email  amount  of 
trade  in  poultry  and  eggs  occurs  continually  "back  and  forth  across  the 
Canadian  "border.  At  times,  when  price  relationships  favor  it,  this  trade 
"becomes  large  enough  to  "be  an  important  factor  in  terminal  markets  located 
near  the  herder. 

\Jh.en   this  trade  with  Canada  expands  for  short  periods  to  take  advan- 
tage of  tempoi'ary  situations,  the  terms  of  trade  for  poultry  meat  seem  most 
often  to  develop  in  favor  of  United  States  exports  to  Canada,  while  the 
"bulges  in  the  egg  trade  are  most  often  in  the  other  direction.  In  the 
last  year  or  longer  the  Canadian  dollar  has  "been  selling  at  more  than 
100  U.  S.  cents  per  dollar,  and  this  has  diecoui'aged  exports  of  eggs  from 
that  country  to  the  United  Sta.tes,  "but  has  made  Canada  a  more  favora"ble 
place  for  the  sale  of  United  States  poultry. 


1/  This  Biimaary  was  orisinall.y  i^repared  for  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry,  83rd  Congress, 
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The  most  important  ciirrent  outlets  aliroad  for  shell  eggs  rrodr.ced 
in  the  United  States  are  Venezuela,  Cuba,  and  Mexico,  and  to  a  lecser 
degree  other  Caribbean  nations.  Canada  is  a  strong  competitor  in  suxjply- 
ing  these  mai'kets.  and  some  European  countries,  notably  the  Netherlands, 
are  also  interested  in  those  roarhets. 

Egg  and  poultry  production  in  western  Europe  has  by  now  recovered 
from  its. wartime  reverses,  and  the  traditional  European  exporters  of  high- 
quality  eggs,  such  as  penmark.  and  the  Netherlands,  are  now  much  better 
able  to  export  than  fAiej  vere  during  the  late  19^0 's.  Three  or  four  years 
ago  the  Ifiiited  States  was  exporting  eggs  to  Switzerland,  a  highly  unusual 
situation  considering  that  country's  location.  But  by  1951  "the  situation 
had  turned  so  abruptly  that  not  only  was  Swiss  consumption  being  supplied 
from  European  sources,  but  at  the  same  time  the  Netherlands  was  exporting 
shell  eggs  to  the  United  States; 

The  1951  Netherlands  exports  of  eggs  to  the  United  States  were 
accomplished  under  the  benefits  of  a  foreign  exchange  arrangement  whereby 
the  Dutch  government  permitted  exporters  to  retain  more  of  the  dollars 
than  was  ordinarily  the  case.  In  that  year  the  Netherlands  exports  to 
the  United  States  wou3.d  have  been  larger  had  more  refrigerated  shipping 
space  been  available  for  eggs. 

The  United  States  market,  as  well  as  the  Caribbean,  is  of  special 
interest  to  European  suppliers  because  the  Western  Hemisphere  is  a  hard- 
currency,  dollar,  area. 

The  area  to  which  the  United  States  exports  poultry  meat  more  cr 
less  corresponds  to  that  to  which  we  export  eggs,  but  the  trade  is  of 
relatively  less  importance  from  a  national  statistical  viewpoint.  PouJ.try 
producers  in  many  prospective  importing  countries  have  sought  help  from 
their  Governments  in  "protecting"  their  local  markets,  and  restrictions 
upon  trade  have  become  an  increasing  problem  to  exporters  of  poultry 
meat,  as  well  as  of  poultry,  breeding  stock. 

The  trade  described  here  Is  natiu:'8lly  very  important  to  those 
directly  engaged  in  it  or  dlrectlj''  affected  by  it,  but  as  a  part 
of  the  overall  national  picture  it  is  not  large.  In  effect,  the  size  of 
the  poultry  industry  in  the  United  States  is  geared  to  supplying  domestic 
demands. 

Tables  with  the  statistics  bearing  upon  these  points  are  ehown 
on  the  following  pages. 
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;'ftibl9     19  -   Iniports  of  sgg  and  egg  products,  by  country  fjf  origin,  sTorage  1937-39, 
,  19l^0-l^l,   19kS.k3,  annual  1946-52 


Unit 

ATorage 

1946 

1947 

1948 

1949 

■1950 : 

1951 : 

Itei 

1937-39: 

: 
1940-41 ! 

1942-45 

1952 

Shell  eggs 

■  1,000  dot. 

Chicken 

do. 

Canada 

do. 

5 

3 

376 

478 

527 

1,400 

3,250 

5,162 

4,857 

6,034 

Australia 
Dominican  Republic 

do. 
do. 

¥0 

1/ 

1I5 

1/ 

257 

152 

i 

i^ 

.i 

1/ 
18 

40 
2 

60 

Argentina 

do. 

— 

4,337 

252 

— 

— 

*/ 

— 

.  — ■ 

■-.:. 

— 

China 

do. 

114 

10 

— 

1 

1 

2 

6 

2 

■2/ 

— 

Hong  Kong 

do. 

129 

1 

— 

— 

— 

2/ 

— 

— 

Netherlands 

do.    . 

— 

— 

— 

— 





1,758 



Other 

do. 
do. 

1,000  doi. 

■      102 

37 

9 

2/ 

7 

1 

1 

3" 

■3 

■     12 

Total 

360 

4,503 

894 

631 

559 

1,403 

3,359 

5,185 

6,696 

6,106 

Other  than  chicken 

China 

do. 

3/ 

110 

2/ 

41 

112 

190 

222 

239  • 

49 

2/ 

Hong  Kong 

do. 

3/ 

64 

6 

14 

13 

13 

12 

126 

119 

Netherlands 
Other 

do. 

do. 
do. 

1,000  lb. 

^< 

1/ 

1 

'< 

I' 

'i 

y 

1 

P 

.   K 

146 

4 

18 
6 

Total 

2/ 

175 

2/ 

47 

126 

^64 

^35 

258 

3*5 

liU> 

Dried  vhole  egg 

China 

do. 

88 

42 

2 

— 

4/ 

28 

93 

147 

H 

... 

Hong  Kbng 

do. 

196 





— 

— 

•^—   ■ 

H 

... 

Other 

do. 
do. 

1,000  lb. 

5 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

V 

... 

V 

■7" 

Total 

2^9 

43 

5 

1 

1 

29 

93 

147 

1 

'4— 

Dried  egg  yolk    ■ 

... 

Canada 

do. 

... 

... 

64 

... 

4/ 

4/ 

-*■<> 

ia5 

1' 

... 

China 

do. 

2.147 

2,294 

142 

... 

V 

205 

1,767 

7,208 

■  4/ 

-.. 

Argentina           > 

do. 

— 

— 

— 

„- 

— 

— 

15 

67 

54 

Other 

do. 
do. 

1,000  lb. 

2 

3 

— 

— 

— 

26 

44 

19 

1 

..■- 

Total 

2,149 

2,302 

206 

— 

V 

231 

1,811 

7,367 

;    69 

^ 

Dried  egg  albumen 

Canada 

do. 

V 



40 

6 

65 

52 

— 

V 

— 

;   28 

China 

do. 

1,350 

331 

38 

4/ 

2 

43 

192 

69 

22 

Other 

do. 
do. 

4 

1 

H 

— 



5 

^ 

■    — 

^/^^. 

Total 

1.354 

332 

78 

6 

t5 

54 

48 

19s 

69 

.  i&i 

Eggs,   froien  or 

otherwise  prepared 

or  preserred 

1,000  lb. 

' 

Miiod  article  egg 

do. 

Canada 

do. 





12 

4/ 



45 

25 

■  .;.- 

32 

China 

do. 

8 

V 



2 

4 

2 

3 

1 

4/ 

■. — 

Other 

do. 
do. 

1,000  lb. 

— 



2 

V 

— 

— 

4 

r— . 

Total 

8 

V 

li 

& 

(> 

it 

48 

55 

k 

32 

Egg  yolk 

Canada 

do. 



10 

... 





283 

149, 

4/ 

:— 

ChliM 

do. 

659 

6 



4/ 

4/ 

4/ 

7 

V. 

— 

other 

do. 
do. 

6 

— 



— 

— - 

.T-- 

■  H- 

... 

Total. 

665 

6 

10 

V 

V 

V 

583 

1^ 

V 

... 

Egg  albumen 

Total 

do. 

4/ 

— 

4/ 

— 

— 

V 

— 

192 

•1. 

— " 

1/  Imports,   If  any,    shown  with  "other". 

2/  Less  than  5OO  doten.  ,    .- 

3/  Ifot  shown  separately  prior  to  1940;   ineluded  In  statistics  for  ohleken  eggs. 

4/  Less  than  5OO  pounds. 

5/  Including  Brazil  22  thousand  pounds,  Italy  I18  thousand,  and  Dssaark,  45  thousand. 

Note:     !R>tals  may  not  agree  with  sum  of  inllrldual  Itoas  due  to  rounding. 
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Tatle  21.-  Poultry  nis§.t:  Production,  imports,  and  experts, 

■  'Jnited  States,  1930 'to  date 

(Weights  in  equivalent  of  Jfew  York, dressed) 


- 

, 

International 

:                  Production 

'_- 

trade 

as  a 

• 
1 

percentage 

Xear 

:  Chickens-,    i 

Ij&ports 

Faports 

■    of  dDI 

nesT,ic 

:   incluiiing   : 
:  specialized: 

Tiirkeys 

Total 

,    • 

produc 

;tion 

-.  .   . 

• 

:     troilers    : 

* 

lEiports 

^Exports 

:      xMillion 

Million 

mil  ion 

Million 

milion 

:       Dounda 

pounds 

pounds 

'  pounds. 

■po'juids 

Percent 

Percent 

1930 

:       2,626 

216 

■2,8U2 

3 

3 

0.1 

0.1' 

1931 

:       2,U26 

2lJ». 

2>6l;0 

6 

3 

0 

■  -.1 

1932     . 

:       2,i^65 

26U 

2,729    ■ 

1 

1 

1/    : 

1/ 

1933 

:       2,572 

297 

2,869 

2/ 

0 

1/ 

.1 

1931^ 

:       2,392 

263 

2,675    ■ 

1 

2 

1/ 

■  .1, 

1935 

!       2,297 

268 

-  2,565 

1' 

2 

1/ 

.  .1 

■     1936 

2,393 

360 

2,753 

2 

1 

.1 

1/ 

1937 

:      2,273 

3^5 

2,616 

6 

2 

-.2 

.1 

1933 

2,21U 

35J* 

2,568 

2 

■  .     2' 

.1 

.1 

1939 

:       2,U58 

U21 

2,879 

2 

3 

.1   . 

.1. 

9'    r 

191^0 

2,511; 

U79 

2,993 

•     2 

2 

.1 

.1 

19»+1 

.      2,789 

U65 

3,251; 

2 

3 

.  .1   ■■ 

a- 

19»^2             ! 

3,2U1 

U92 

3,733 

k 

2 

.1 

-  .1 

19*^3         ! 

.  '^,135 

U57 

U,'i92 

5 

1 

.1 

u. 

19Ui+'        : 

3,903 

5IH 

lt,UUlt 

57 

3 

.0 

■1/ 

19U5         ! 

hA^k 

662 

U,816 

-26 

*-    . 

.5 

1/ 

19i^6         : 

3,63^ 

68U 

i;,323 

2/ 

7U 

1/ 

;i.7 

191^7         : 

3,1^79 

583 

i;,o67 

Ik 

16 

.3         • 

X:    . 

19*^8         : 

3,283 

510 

3,798 

k3 

'       9 

1.1           - 

.2 

19tv9.        : 

3,830 

691 

i;,52i 

18'. 

11 

.k         _ 

.2 

1950         ': 

li,06l 

736 

';,797     ' 

5- 

13 

.1        . 

V3        ; 

1951  '      : 

l;,598 

859 

5,1;37 

1 

!       2k 

y  ■. 

\h 

1952         : 

k,.6S0 

925 

5,615 

3 

16 

.1 

.3 

•     1/  Less 

than  0.05  percent. 

2/  Less  then  500  thousand. 
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Table  22.-  Pouitryj  all  formB  except  tabj  chicks  l/:  Exports  by  destination, 

imports  by  origin,  19^8-52 


Country  or  Area 

i   .  19U8- 

:   19i^9 

:   1950 

1951 

1952 

:  Million 

Million 

Million 

Million 

Million 

:  pounds 

■pounds 

nounds 

nounds 

pounds 

: 

A.  Exports 

Canada  ar^d 

Newfoundland  

:    2/ 

1 

2 

15 

7 

British  West  Indies, 

Bermuda  ,,....,...... 

:    2/ 

1 

1 

1 

1  ^, 

Canal  Zone  and  Panaina 

k           J. 

1 

1-  ; 

1  . 

1 

Cuba ■ 

1 
2/ 

1 
2/ 

1 
2,/ 

1 
1 

1 

Mexico  .,..,..„....,..; 

2 

Netherlands  Antilles 



1 

1 

1 

1 

Venezuela  . . , ; 

3 

5 

6 

k 

1- 

Other  Western        ; 

Hemisphere  ,....,....: 

1 

2,-' 

2/' 

2/ 

2/ 

Western  Europe  ,  : 

2 

2/ 

2/ 

2/ 

1 

Far  East  2/  •  >  • . » - 

1 

1 

1  . 

1 

1 

Other  ..,,.,.,.......,: 

2/ 

2/ 

2/ 

2/ 

2/ 

Total  . . , ,,...: 

9 

11 

13 

25 

16 

• 

B.  Imports 

Canada              : 

in 

17 

5 

2/ 

3 

Other              : 

2 

1 

2/ 

2/ 

.  2/ 

Total              ': 

h3 

18 

5 

1 

3 

1/  Converted  to  New  York  dressed  (blood  and  feathers  off)  equivalent 
weights. 

2/'  Less  than  500  thousand  pounds, 

1/  Phillip ins  Republic,  Japan,  Eong  Kong,  China,  Thailand  (Slam),  Indonesia. 

Note:  A  record  of  exports  of  baby  chicks  was  not  kept  until  1952,  in  which 
year  12  million  were  exported. 
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Tatl©  23,-  Digest  of  effective  tariff  rates  upon  selected  egg  and  poultry 
products  for  import  into  the  U„  S , ^  as  of  April  1953 


Commodity 


Eggs  in  the  shell 

Eggs  of  chickens 
Other 


Egg  products 
Dried 
Frozen  or  otherwise  prepared 


Livp  hirds 
Chicks 
Chickens,  ducks,  geese, 

guineas  and  turkeys 
Live  "birds  not  specifically 
provided  for: 
Valued  at  not  over  $5 
Valued  at  over  $5 


Slaughtered  "birds 

Undrawn  l/:  fresh,  chilled,  or 
frozen 
Chickens,  ducks,  geese,  guineas 
Turkeys 
Other 

Prepared  or  preserved 

Drawn  chickens  l/  but  not  cooked 

or  divided  into  portions 
Other 


Eate 


32  cents  per  dozen 
10  cents  per  dozen 


27  cents  per  pound 
11  cents  per  pound 


2   cents  each 

2  cents  per  pound 


25  cents  each 
10^  ad  valorem 


3  cents  per  pound 
10  cents  per  pound 
2|-  cents  per  pound 


5  cents  per  pound 
10  cents  per  pound 


1/  Drawn  and  undrawn  are  terms  which  more  or  less  correspond  to  the  customs 
descriptions  specified  for  these  categories. 


Source:  United  States  Import  Duties,  1952.  There  have  been  no  changes  in  the 
listed  poultry  items  since  1952, 


